
Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: M. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian M. and I live in Escondido, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brian M. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: E. 
Last name: M. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is E. M. and I live in Medina, New York. 
 
As an ecologist I understand that old growth forest cannot be replaced by secondary growth on human 
timescales. Building roads into and logging the Tongass is incredibly shortsighted. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, E. M. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: M. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Henry M. and I live in Hamilton Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Henry M. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keiko 
Last name: M. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Keiko M. and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Keiko M. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy M and I live in Rogersville, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dr. 
Last name: M. Bellett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC340 
 
Stop Loggin The Tongass! 
 
Old growth trees, Read the tea leaves. 
 
You are the protetor. Act that way. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: bob 
Last name: m 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is bob m and I live in Hobbs, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, bob m 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bree 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bree M and I live in Ridgecrest, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bree M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bree 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bree M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is C M and I live in Naperville, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, C M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dr. 
Last name: M. Cameron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC267 
 
November 9, 2019 
 
Dear Reviewer: 
 
Shee Atik[aacute], Incorporated, the Alaska Native Urban Corporation for Sitka which represents approximately 
3,500 shareholders, many of whom live and work in southeast Alaska, offers the following comments in support 
of Alternative 6 in the Forest Service Draft EIS prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act. This 
alternative will exempt the entire Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. 
 
Our concerns are as follows: 
 
1) The arbitrary way in which the Roadless Rule was mapped in the Tongass National Forest did not accurately 
account for all of the areas with roads, and did not adequately take into consideration the need for 
transportation links, access and rights-of-way for hydroelectric projects and interties, and access to known and 
potential mining prospects. 
 
2) The social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska imposed by the Roadless Rule outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits, because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. It takes every sector of southeast Alaska's economy to insure a sustainable total 
economy ?? the timber industry has repeatedly been hammered with setbacks in access to timber resources by 
multiple layers of legislative action, as well as opposition from special interest groups seeking to eliminate 
timber harvest in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
3) The timber industry in southeast Alaska is in the process of transitioning from old-growth to the harvest of 
second growth timber ? this process is expected to take at least fifteen years ? and involve the re-tooling of the 
industry and require investment in new processing equipment and the development of markets for products 
different from those currently produced. In this transition, harvest of old growth as well as young growth timber 
will be necessary to prevent further declines in production and ensure that the current infrastructure (mills, 
harvesting contractors, transportation contractors, and forest roads) will remain enough to justify the necessary 
new investment. 
 
4) The 2016 Forest Plan and Standards and Guidelines applied by the Forest Service staff when designing and 
laying out timber harvest units provide adequate protection to the fish and wildlife habitat, karst, and cultural 
resources. Significant volumes of old-growth and young growth timber are reserved from timber harvest by the 
creation of riparian buffers and other habitat protection measures. By some estimates, in the range of 30% to 
40% of otherwise operable timber acres is not subject to harvest due to the application of the 2016 Forest Plan 
and Standards Guidelines. 
 
I appreciate the opportunity to provide input in support of Alternative 6 in the Forest Service Draft EIS prepared 
under the National Environmental Policy Act, which will fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 
Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Shee Atik[aacute], Incorporated 
 
[Signature] 
 
Dr. Kenneth M. Cameron 
 
President/CEO 



 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carrie 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carrie M and I live in Livonia, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carrie M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: D 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is D M and I live in Darlington, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, D M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: D 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: g 
Last name: m 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, g m 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: g 
Last name: m 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, g m 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is J M and I live in Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
 
This is just NUTS!!!( 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, J M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: K 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, K M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kare 
Last name: m 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kare m and I live in Beverly Hills, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kare m 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keli 
Last name: m 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Keli m and I live in Fort Mill, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Keli m 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: L 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is L M and I live in Cypress, Texas. 
 
 
Thank you 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, L M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: m 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry m and I live in Rochester, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry m 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark M and I live in Dayton, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike M and I live in Center, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: N 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My partner and I are both relatively new residents to the state of Alaska and have felt privileged to be able to 
share this amazing place with the others who live here. Both of us moved here form down south after finding 
great opportunities for career and personal advancement in Juneau. Both of our jobs are related to the 
outdoors and tourism. We fear that if Alternative 6 (a full exemption from the roadless rule) is sought, jobs like 
the ones that brought my partner and I here may be at risk. They depend on the pristine natural environment 
that makes Southeast Alaska such a special place. These jobs are renewable, desirable, and the future. Unlike 
logging old growth forests which is not renewable and is short sighted. Keeping our pristine natural 
environment is the best investment possible for the future of Southeast Alaska's people, economy, and way of 
life. That is why we support Alternative 1, which would leave all of Alaska under the roadless rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Mabe and I live in Metro Detroit, Michigan. 
 
Please think of our planet, our children and their future. We need to take action to reduce greenhouse gases 
and capture CO2. Logging in the Tongass Area is a dangerous step in the wrong direction. You must choose 
the No Action alternative. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nation's most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely,Robert Mabe 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rose M and I live in Sterling, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rose M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah M and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shamaila 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shamaila M and I live in Irving, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shamaila M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: M 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracy M and I live in Hebron, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracy M 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: M'carty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3105 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dean 
Last name: M.D. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dean M.D. and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dean M.D. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: M.D. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott M.D. and I live in Palm Harbor, Florida. 
 
 
The spectacular God-given untouched lands of our nation MUST be preserved for all our descendants! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott M.D. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: M.L.Rhodes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule is exists to maintain a working environmental System. 
 
A System does Not Work if it's marred. Especially by us humans! 
 
Protect one of the last undisturbed areas of our country. 
 
Please. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
M.L. Rhodes 
 
Raleigh, NC 27603 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: M.O'Brien 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I am writing to express my interest in continuing to protect the Tongass National Forest and its backcountry and 
roadless areas from ogging and development. 
 
The Tongass provides clean water, clean air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic 
and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Road building, logging, and development should continue to be 
prohibited in the Tongass's roadless areas through upholding the Roadless Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after a lot of public outreach. It's a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
M. O'Brien 
 
Polson, MT 59860 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: M.Pritchett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah M.Pritchett and I live in Fayetteville, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah M.Pritchett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: M.Scott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As you know, the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas, and it is home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly 
bears, and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-
reserve life raft that is desperately needed in the face of the climate crisis. Logging releases most of that 
carbon into the atmosphere and exacerbates the crisis. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and a fundamental threat to these 
values. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and should not be sacrificed to the timber industry, which 
provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared with tourism and fishing, both 
of which rely on intact forests to thrive. And because your agency has fragmented and logged so much of our 
national forests, harming wildlife, and waters along the way, it is now even more important to save these last 
remaining roadless forests. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat, and remote recreation. 
 
The only acceptable choice is the "no action" alternative, maintaining "Roadless Rule" protections for the 
Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brian M. Scott 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kayomarz 
Last name: M.Shroff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kayomarz M.Shroff and I live in Castle Rock, Colorado. 
 
 
Greedy capitalist 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kayomarz M.Shroff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:02:54 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: M.Wilson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Martha M. Wilson 
Belleville, MI 48111 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: Ma 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alice Ma and I live in Lawrence, Kansas. 
 
 
Protect our forests, protect future generations! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alice Ma 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Victor 
Last name: Ma 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3488 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Victor Ma 
 
Eagle, ID 83616 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Victor 
Last name: Ma 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3873 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Victor Ma 
 
Eagle, ID 83616 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ethan 
Last name: Maad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless DEIS Comments 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from roadless areas on 
the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains some of the last remaining old-growth temperate rainforest 
in the world, and its value in providing clean water and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to combat climate change. I urge 
you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Adopted in 2001, the National Forest Roadless Area Conservation Rule is one of our nation's bedrock 
conservation protections intended to safeguard more than 58 million acres of national forests. From 1999 to 
2001, the Forest Service held over 600 public meetings nationwide, including 28 throughout Washington State. 
In what was one of the most extensive public participation efforts in the history of federal rulemaking, more than 
1.6 million people commented during the rulemaking process, with 95% supporting strong roadless area 
protection. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the most balanced and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. It protects our remaining ancient forests, pristine and unroaded watershed, core 
wildlife habitat and world class recreational opportunities, while leaving more than half of the national forest 
system available for sustainable logging and other development. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ethan Maad 
 
Bellingham, WA 98225 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Maans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is greg maans and I live in essex, maryland. 
 
I have visited the national forest of the lower 48 and seen on a map they are all heavily forested. No real 
wilderness anywhere. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Greg Maans 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Simone 
Last name: Maarouf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Simone Maarouf and I live in Maywood, New Jersey. 
 
 
LG Simone 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Simone Maarouf 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: CHRISTINA 
Last name: MAARTENS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The forest cannot be replaced and would not be replaced if taken. Sorry if there is no space for new homes. 
Maybe build somewhere else or build in old ghost towns that have been abandoned. The Tongass is a national 
treasure and should not be sacrificed for such a ridiculous reason. Not even a little bit of. Please think. Think of 
better ways to build homes. Think of nature and what it takes to create a pmace loke this. Please think! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Maas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it May Concern:Thank you for considering this and other comments regarding the Roadless Rule for 
the Tongass National Forest. I am a life-long Alaskan from the Tongass and relish my life here primarily 
because of the unspoiled wilderness around me. I have worked in tourism, I'm a sport and personal use 
fisherman, and a wildlife/nature enthusiast. I camp, fish, and hike in the National Forest on a regular basis, as 
do many of my friends and family members. 
 
I am writing to urge USDA to maintain the Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest. I met its 
implementation with great relief, believing that the remaining old growth forest in the Tongass would at last see 
lasting protections. The timber industry in Southeast Alaska has been on its last legs for decades and, while I 
feel for the participants who may be eager for new tracts of timber to open up, it is simply time to put the 
practice of clearcutting old growth timber aside. The incredible biological richness of old growth forest and its 
importance to wildlife is supported by overwhelming science, and understood intuitively by many of us who 
have the privilege to step into old growth stands. As a resident of Juneau and someone who has traveled 
throughout Southeast Alaska, I have also walked through many clear cut stands in various stages of growth, 
and the difference in plant diversity and undergrowth, even 100 years or more later, is stark. 
 
Some Southeast Alaskans are concerned about access to hydroelectric sources and other important 
community needs. It is my understanding that the Roadless Rule does not prohibit such development, and has 
not prohibited it since it was implemented; I do not believe that the slightly stream-lined process to develop 
such projects without the Roadless Rule is sufficient reason to exempt the Tongass from it. Community benefits 
from logging any timber opened up by lifting the Roadless Rule would be minimal and of only short-term 
duration. 
 
The United States has a history of enthusiastic resource extraction; the Roadless Rule was a great step 
forward in halting logging on unspoiled National Forest lands, and I fully support its continuation in Alaska. Let 
us leave the remaining stands alone for the use of its residents as well as the countless Alaskans and visitors 
who will visit it in its intact state in the decades and centuries to come. I've appreciated the Forest Service's 
work to restore salmon streams and decommission logging roads impacting salmon streams in recent years, 
and believe that this should be the emphasis in the Tongass into the future. 
 
Sincerely,Debbie Maas 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Maas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5633 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Maas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest.  
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights and land use 
preservation. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we CANNOT simply turn it into timber.    
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Maas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Maas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Maas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5631 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3101 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Old Growth Forests are important deer habitat and deer are an important subsistence resource for pow 
residents, protect Old Growth Forests! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Mabbitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, M Mabbitt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Mabie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jared Mabie and I live in Palm Springs, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jared Mabie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mabrouk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6338 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. -Please, please! This place is important to all Americans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Mabry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Mabry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mabry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kate Mabry and I live in Vicksburg, Mississippi. 
 
Our National Forests are to be managed as sustainable and got multiple use. It is illegal to allow private 
industry to make money off of our old growth forest wilderness. It is not replaceable in our lifetime. The 
roadless rule must prevail! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kate Mabry 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Mabry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Mabry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lou 
Last name: MacAfee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lou MacAfee and I live in Dover, Idaho. 
 
 
Please - I want the air to be safe for my grandson. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lou MacAfee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: J 
Last name: Macak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I think that you should not let the Trump Administration take down the Roadless Rules. It will let people cut 
down trees and that lets CO2 go into the air, contributing to global warming. Animals will go extinct from not 
having a habitat. So please don't let them do it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: M 
Last name: Macak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest should stay natural. Nobody should break the Roadless Rules. The Tongass 
should't be logged because when trees are cut down they release CO2 into the atmosphere which causes 
global warming. Also trees suck up CO2 that's already in the atmosphere which is good for the environment. 
The more trees the better! The Tongass is home to so many animals. If the trees are cut down, they won't have 
a home. Did you know that a lot of species go extinct every year? It's true! But you can change that. The 
Tongass is a very nice place so why not leave it for everyone to enjoy. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: MacAlpine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara MacAlpine and I live in Estes Park, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara MacAlpine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Macaluso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Macaluso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Macan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Macan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: MacArthur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: MacArthur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ron MacArthur and I live in Port Orchard, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ron MacArthur 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Macartney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann Macartney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Macartney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bill Macartney and I live in Reno, Nevada. 
 
 
Keep the protections please 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bill Macartney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Macaulay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janice Macaulay and I live in Arnold, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janice Macaulay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joan 
Last name: macbeth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is joan macbeth and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, joan macbeth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joan 
Last name: macbeth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is joan macbeth and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, joan macbeth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: MacBrayne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pamela MacBrayne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: MacBrayne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela MacBrayne and I live in Camden, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela MacBrayne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: MacBryde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for Tongass National Forest! 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I very much oppose the USDA Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, and I urge you to select the "no action" alternative. The right policy is wise management, not 
political theft.. 
 
The Tongass is now America's wildest national forest, with more than 9 million acres of roadless areas. And it's 
home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears, and salmon. It stores a 
vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life raft in this time of climate 
change. Logging would release most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
Your agency proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally 
threatens these needs and values. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and should not be sacrificed to the 
timber industry, which provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to 
tourism and fishing - both of which rely on intact forests to thrive. It is highly important to save our last 
remaining roadless forests! 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat, and remote recreation. I hike in our national forests, and greatly value their 
natural role. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. Do what is professionally sound, not what is politically expedient. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bruce MacBryde 
 
Drake, CO 80515 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Seamus 
Last name: MacCallum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Seamus MacCallum and I live in Beaumont, Texas. 
 
 
you guys are trying to kill us right??? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Seamus MacCallum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Maccari 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Maccari and I live in Madison, New Jersey. 
 
Please take the time to consider this proposal very carefully. I know you will make the right decision. Thank 
you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Joan Maccari 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maccaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name Lisa Maccaro and I live in Four Oaks, NC 27524 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Maccaro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: MacClarence 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Macclarence and I live in Anchorage, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I am a person that is so so sick of people exploiting wildlife habitat for Profit.I am the Messiah and I am here to 
tell you that this planet is not all about humans,we share this planet. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Morgan 
Last name: Macconaugha-Snyder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Morgan Macconaugha-Snyder and I live in Anchorage, Alaska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Morgan Macconaugha-Snyder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darcy 
Last name: macconnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darcy macconnell and I live in Manchester, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Darcy macconnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angus 
Last name: Macdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angus Macdonald and I live in Elkwood, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angus Macdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debbie MacDonald and I live in Akron, Ohio. 
 
We have visited the Tongass National Forest on a tour trip in Alaska. Protect this treasure. Do not allow greed 
to destroy something God has created. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Debbie MacDonald 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gordon 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gordon MacDonald and I live in North Lakeport, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gordon MacDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janette 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janette MacDonald and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janette MacDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John MacDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4072 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Opening the Tongass National Forest to more roads will irreparably damage the forest. Logging is so heavily 
subsidized in the Tongass that the Forest Service loses money on every sale. And the logs are not being 
processed locally but are being exported as whole logs. So only the timber companies benefit, and not the local 
residents. This is purely a corporate giveaway. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John MacDonald 
 
Portland, OR 97229 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4017 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Every road through the wilderness damages the wilderness. Once a road is pushed through, the landscape is 
altered in a way that cannot be readily undone. Timber harvesting is a money losing proposition in southeast 
Alaska. Let's put a stop to it. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
John MacDonald 
Portland, OR 97229 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4072 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Opening the Tongass National Forest to more roads will irreparably damage the forest. Logging is so heavily 
subsidized in the Tongass that the Forest Service loses money on every sale. And the logs are not being 
processed locally but are being exported as whole logs. So only the timber companies benefit, and not the local 
residents. This is purely a corporate giveaway. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
John MacDonald 
Portland, OR 97229 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judi 
Last name: Macdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judi Macdonald and I live in Braintree, Vermont. 
 
 
Save our heritage! Leave our grandparents standing, do not cut them down just for money!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judi Macdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4025 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have fished and sailed in Southeast Alaska many times. The rain forest is priceless. I also am a retired Forest 
Service biologist and know a number of people who have worked on the Tongass National Forest in both 
management and science roles. All have noted the expense of road building in the area and that as a result 
most timber sales need to be subsidized by the public. The roadless rule currently allows road building and 
resource development in certain situations. To roll back the current, collaboratively developed management of 
the Tongass to favor subsidized timber extraction of an irreplaceable forest resource and endanger the 
magnificent and economically important anadromous fish populations is frankly unconscionable. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ken MacDonald 
 
Bend, OR 97703 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4094 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Roading the Tongass, for tax-payer subsidized timber sales? What a wonderful idea. What is the commercial 
salmon fishery worth, without a tax subsidy? I know the U.S. Forest Service is being pushed into this debacle 
but please preserve the collaborative Plan for the Tongass. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ken MacDonald 
 
Bend, OR 97703 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4094 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Roading the Tongass, for tax-payer subsidized timber sales? What a wonderful idea. What is the commercial 
salmon fishery worth, without a tax subsidy? I know the U.S. Forest Service is being pushed into this debacle 
but please preserve the collaborative Plan for the Tongass. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Ken MacDonald 
Bend, OR 97703 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leith 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lohrie 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lohrie MacDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul MacDonald and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
The Tongass needs to be protected not devastated by corporate greed being facilitated by our government! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul MacDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Reann 
Last name: Macdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Reann Macdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: RUBY 
Last name: Macdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is RUBY Macdonald and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
Save our Tongan National Forest in Alaska for our indigenous brothers and sisters that depend on it, and for all 
Americans who need these forest areas now and for years to come to combat climate change. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, RUBY Macdonald 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ryan MacDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Macdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Macdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracey 
Last name: MacDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracey MacDonald and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracey MacDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MARK 
Last name: MACDOUGALL 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, MARK MACDOUGALL 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: MacDougall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott MacDougall and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott MacDougall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: MacDougall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne MacDougall and I live in Arlington, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Suzanne MacDougall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: MacDowall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary MacDowall and I live in Lafayette, Indiana. 
 
 
Please help save these treasures that may disappear forever! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary MacDowall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: MacDowall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary MacDowall and I live in Lafayette, Indiana. 
 
 
Please help save these treasures that may disappear forever! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary MacDowall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Mace 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Mace and I live in Hanover, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pat Mace 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Macedo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brenda Macedo and I live in Lake Worth, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brenda Macedo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Macemore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: maceo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy maceo and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
Forests with century old treescannot be replaced. Forest Service do your job! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peggy maceo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary, Katie 
Last name: Macfarlane, Bilodeau 
Organization: Friends Of The Clearwater 
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6504The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, 
graphics, or tables from the attached original.November 18, 2019Dear Forest Service,Please notify us by mail 
of all actions regarding this proposed rule, in accordance with 40 C.F.R.1506.6. If there is an email list, please 
add [email] and [email] to the list.We strongly advise the Forest Service to choose the no-action alternative and 
leave the national roadless rule in place. We don't support a state-specific roadless rule for Alaska. We don't 
support exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule (2001 
Roadless Rule). The Forest Service should instead manage the American public's roadless acreage as if *the 
American public*[text italicized for emphasis] owns it, and not Idaho residents (for the Idaho Roadless Rule), 
Colorado residents (for the Colorado Roadless Rule), or Alaska residents. All Americans own the Tongass 
National Forest as equally as they do the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests in Idaho.Research our 
organization conducted last year on the Forest Service's management of roadless areas illustrated the 
damaging degree to which the Idaho Roadless Rule is having an impact on Idaho Roadless Areas. While our 
research also demonstrated that the 2001 Roadless Rule is doing a poor job of protecting roadless areas in 
Montana because of how the Forest Service there has chosen to interpret the national rule, all alternatives 
presented for this new rule increase logging and roadbuilding, making the 2001 Roadless Rule the least 
damaging alternative. Contrary to the Forest Service's assertions, opening up the Tongass to logging interests 
is neither a "long-term " nor "durable" approach to managing the largest national forest that Americans own. 
We are including our report and appendices with this comment because they are relevant to this consideration 
in terms of how state-specific roadless areas play out, and issues this DEIS has not accounted for with the 
2001 Roadless Rule. We are also including two spreadsheets from Region l's NEPA roadless coordinator on 
logging and roadbuilding in Idaho and Montana roadless areas since 2008. We incorporate those materials by 
reference into this comment because it provides a context that supports some of our below objections.The 
Forest Service has oversimplified its definition of "old growth," which in tum misleads the public and 
inappropriately minimizes its assessment of how many acres of intact ecosystems would be lost with the 
implementation of the proposed rule. In the DEIS, the Forest Service has defined "old-growth forest" as "[t]he 
usually late successional stage of forest development," and "second-growth forest" or "young-growth forest" as 
"[t]rees that cover an area after the removal of the original stand , as by cutting or fire." But, the Forest 
Service's Pacific Northwest Research Station has recognized that the definition, which originated from foresters 
in days of logging and defined forests at least 150 years old, is out-of-date:Most scientists now agree, though, 
that the term "old-growth forests" actually includes forests in many stages of development, and forests that 
differ widely in character with age, geographic location, and disturbance history.USDA 2003. Old-growth exists 
in a larger context of roadless areas, where natural processes govern.USDA 2003. The important part of this 
equation is the undisturbed ecosystems and their landscapes.The Forest Service represented that it anticipates 
harvesting 24,000 acres of "old growth" over the next 25 years based on the forest plan. DEIS Chap 3, p . 48. 
[1.There is no discussion of disturbances, other than logging, that might eliminate what the Forest Service 
considers to be old growth.] But, discussing acres lost in terms of "old growth" and "second growth" masks the 
issue because it does not account for the total roadless acreage impacted by human activities and obfuscates 
high-quality information that the public needs for meaningful review. The agency should instead disclose how 
many roadless acres it would expect to impact based on the life of this forest plan over the next 10 years. Any 
logging in a roadless area is likely logging that will impact previously undisturbed ecosystems. And there is no 
account of the future landscapes that will be directly lost or indirectly impacted [middot] by fragmentation. 
Because we presume nature largely governs the disturbance processes in roadless areas, the agency should 
be discussing acreage impacted in terms of intact roadless acreage. How many roadless acres does the 
agency expect to log over the life of the current forest plan? How does that impact your wildlife analysis? What 
are the indirect impacts if logging is dispersed and fragments the land?We are skeptical that the projections 
offered by the Forest Service "over the next 25 years" are reliable because forest plans should be revised 
every 10-15 years. In the DEIS for the preferred alternative, the Forest Service stated that it anticipated 
harvesting 24,000 acres of its definition of "old growth" over the next 25 years, based on the forest plan. DEIS 
Chap 3, p. 48. But, forest plans shouldn't last for 25 years , and the Forest Service revised this last forest plan 
calculating the suitable timber base when roadless areas were off limits to include in that timber base. In the 
next forest plan revision, will the agency recalculate the suitable timber base using roadless acreage? If the 
Forest Service calculates its logging based on what's available, as it presumably has in the last forest plan, the 
next forest plan likely will allow for an incredible increase in logging. That will render the DEIS' s prediction 



insidious and an inaccurate underestimate . The 2001 Roadless Rule likely serves as a check on the timber 
harvests in forest plans, and that would be eliminated. The Forest Service needs to honestly disclose that 
impact to the public. And that number needs to be discussed in terms of the impacts to each of the sensitive 
species on the forest.Permanently loosening a preservation rule releases a logging floodgate from which the 
public has little recourse when these representations unfold to more greatly benefit resource extraction. For 
example, as highlighted in our Roadless Report, the Forest Service expected only 15,000 acres of roadless to 
be harvested in the first 15 years of the Idaho Roadless Rule. The Forest Service claimed that "[t]he rule does 
not authorize the building of a single road or the cutting of a single tree,'' [2.73 Fed. Reg. 61456,61456 (Oct. 16, 
2008).] and proclaimed , much like this DEIS, a commitment to roadless while allowing local management. 
"Local management" is logging. But, as of last year, a decade into Idaho's Roadless Rule, the Forest Service 
had a preliminary accounting of 18,000 acres harvested in Idaho Inventoried Roadless areas, and our 
organization confirmed 15,000 of those acres with the information to which we had access. [3. See Completed 
Idaho RR projects from Region 1 NEPA-roadless coordinator 8-24-17.] So, minimally, the Forest Service 
achieved selling off timber in roadless areas in 2/3 of that projected time, but the Forest Service may likely have 
surpassed that number. And now the Idaho Roadless Rule has had a greater impact than predicted, to the 
benefit of those who benefit from logging. This course is not reversible, and it is not easily correctable. Below is 
some on-the-ground monitoring our organization has done in one such logging project in Idaho's West Fork 
Crooked River Inventoried Roadless Area: [a photo attached]Yes, the agency still technically categorizes the 
acres in this picture as part of an "inventoried roadless area," which highlights the inaccuracies with the 
agency's cumulative effects analysis in this DEIS.We have no confidence that the agency has an accurate, 
national accounting of roadless areas that still have roadless characteristics. Without this baseline, any 
cumulative impacts analysis will be completely inaccurate. The Forest Service itself acknowledges that not all 
roadless areas have roadless characteristics. In Alternative 2, the agency proposed removing "approximately 
113,000 acres from roadless designation that have been substantially altered as identified by known prior road 
construction or timber harvest including both development and non[shy]development of LUDs." *See*[text 
italicized for emphasis] DEIS Executive Summary p. 7.There are several reasons why counting all inventoried 
roadless acreage as acreage with roadless characteristics overestimates the remaining roadless acreage on 
our national forests. These reasons are described in our Roadless Report, but we highlight a few here. First, 
the 2001 Roadless Rule used the Roadless Area Review Evaluation (RARE II) for its base. After the 1970s 
RARE II but before the 2001 Roadless Rule, roadless areas were open for logging so long as the Forest 
Service conducted a proper environmental impact analysis. This is why the 2001 Roadless Rule makes an 
exception for logging in a roadless area if the area had already been logged prior to the effective date of the 
rule. [4.See 66 Fed. Reg.3244,3273 (section 294.13(b)(4). Even the Idaho Roadless Rule may not have started 
with an accurate accounting because it, too, makes exceptions for further logging in roadless areas under the 
Backcountry Restoration Theme (which is the designation for most Idaho roadless areas) with substantially 
altered characteristics from logging prior to the date the Idaho Roadless Rule was passed. These exceptions 
are designed to address out-of-date, on-the-ground realities.] So there are some areas technically classified as 
"roadless" that do not have roadless characteristics because they have been logged and roaded. Second, the 
Idaho Roadless Rule only allows the Chief of the Forest Service to modify substantially altered portions of 
roadless areas. So, portions of Idaho roadless areas that have been logged are still categorized as "Idaho 
inventoried roadless areas," whether or not they actually have roadless characteristics, until modified by the 
head of the Forest Service. And, as you can see above, some or many of these projects have likely destroyed 
roadless characteristics, and the Forest Service has not recognized that, much less accounted for it.Finally, as 
we found with our investigation into Montana, the Forest Service has utilized 2001 Roadless Rule exceptions 
such as cutting trees for "habitat improvement" to log roadless areas, over 30,000 acres to be precise. [5. See 
spreadsheet "MT Projects in IRAs_2001_without graphs 2008 to present_R1 NEPA roadless coordinator." 
While the spreadsheet reported approximately 24,000 acres, we confirmed over 30,000 acres through NEPA 
documents accessible online.] And this was just in Montana. While we investigated Idaho and Montana, we did 
not look into the Colorado Roadless Rule or the Forest Service's management of any other U.S. state, so there 
is uncertainty with the roadless bases elsewhere. But, from what we found on the national forests in Montana, 
the 2001 Roadless Rule may not be as protective as anyone believes it to be. More importantly for this rule 
proposal, our research demonstrates that the Forest Service does not have an updated national inventory of 
roadless areas that have roadless characteristics. Without that inventory, the Forest Service's cumulative 
impacts for removing over nine million acres from the nation's roadless base will have likely greater cumulative 
impacts than reckoned.By removing so many acres of roadless, this rule would create a dangerous precedent. 
The agency's DEIS already acknowledged other states are considering this, too-if the Forest Service can 
remove the Tongass for Alaska, what happens when other states come forward with their own rules that allow 
logging in roadless? Why wouldn't Utah then be allowed to remove its roadless base? Or Wyoming? Or any 
other state with roadless areas to be exploited by logging that are smaller than the Tongass National Forest? 



What is to stop all of the other states from following suit and for the United States to lose its entire roadless 
acreage?For the reasons above, of the options analyzed, we only support the no-action alternative and leaving 
the 2001 Roadless Rule in place in Alaska.Sincerely,[Signature]Gary MacfarlaneEcosystem Defense 
DirectorFriends of the ClearwaterMoscow, ID 83843[Signature]Staff AttorneyFriends of the ClearwaterMoscow, 
ID 83843*Works cited*[text underlined for emphasis]Bilodeau, K. and Macfarlane, G. 2019. The Roadless 
Report: Analyzing the Impacts of Two Roadless Rules on Forested Wildlands, Appendices A, B, and C.USDA, 
Forest Service 2003. New Findings About Old-growth Forests. Pacific Northwest Research Station, Issue 4 
(June 2003). 
 
 
[See attachment containing a report from February 2019 titled "The Roadless Report: Analyzing the Impacts of 
Two Roadless Rules on Forested Wildlands"] 
 
[See Appendix A attachment containing tables relating to "Roadless Logging in Idaho's Nez Perce and 
Clearwater National Forest"] 
 
[See Appendix B attachment A containing tables relating to "Roadless Logging in Montana National Forests"] 
 
[See Appendix C attachment containing cover page describing maps attached] 
 
[See Appendix C map titled: "Beaverhead-DeerLodge NF Appendix C Northwest Map"] 
 
[See Appendix C map titled: Beaverhead-DeerLodge NF Appendix C Southwest Map"] 
 
[See Appendix C map titled: "Peterson Lake"] 
 
[See Appendix C map titled: "Mount Emerine"] 
 
[See Appendix C map titled: "Carpp Ridge"] 
 
[See Appendix C map titled: "Moose Lake"] 
 
[See excel file attachment containing data on completed Idaho Roadless Rule projects from Region 1] 
 
[See excel file attachment containing data on Montana projects in IRAs] 
 
[See attachment containing a report titled "Science Update: New Findings About Old-Growth Forests"] 
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Executive Summary 

 

Only a fraction of the nation’s public, forested wildlands—four percent of the United 

States—remain wild today.  The Forest Service, the agency that manages national forests, 

manages two types of undeveloped wildlands within its jurisdiction.  The first is Wilderness, 

which are areas designated by Congress under the Wilderness Act and protected by the statute’s 

substantive requirements.  The second is roadless areas (approximately 2.4 percent of U.S. land 

base), which are vulnerable to development from activities such as logging or road-building.  

Roadless characteristics are the exact same qualities that define Wilderness.  Threats to these 

qualities include logging and constructing roads, both of which can fragment roadless landscapes 

and immediately eliminate roadless characteristics for generations.  Outside of Alaska with its 

massive Tongass and Chugach National Forests, Idaho has the second largest and Montana the 

third largest roadless acreage.  Idaho national forests have about nine million acres of roadless 

areas, 16 percent of the nation’s roadless base.  Montana national forests have about six million 

acres, 11 percent of the nation’s roadless base.   

 

 The 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule (“National Roadless Rule”) and the Idaho 

Roadless Rule govern the states with the three largest roadless bases. The Forest Service, under 

the Clinton Administration, created the National Roadless Rule in response to strong public 

sentiment for protecting these areas and the clean water, the biological diversity, the forest health, 

and the recreational opportunities that roadless areas provide.  The Bush Administration created 

a state-petitions process for each state to develop its own roadless rule, and before the Ninth 

Circuit set aside the process for violating several laws, the Forest Service published the Idaho 

Roadless Rule.  Even after finding the state-petitions process unlawful, the Ninth Circuit later 

upheld the Idaho Roadless Rule.   

 

With the National Roadless Rule in place for about 18 years and the Idaho Roadless Rule 

in place for about 10 years, we asked how well the National Roadless Rule and the Idaho 

Roadless Rule protect roadless areas in practice.  We focused on Montana (governed by the 

National Roadless Rule) and Idaho (governed by the Idaho Roadless Rule).  We first compared 

the rules to each other.  The National Roadless Rule proclaims a prohibition on logging in 

roadless areas with four exceptions.  The Idaho Roadless Rule divides roadless areas into a five-

theme spectrum and allows logging activities that accordingly vary from more restrictive to not 

restrictive.  In reviewing the rule’s express language, four of Idaho’s five themes impose less 

restrictions on logging than the National Roadless Rule, which amounts to the potential for more 

logging under the Idaho Roadless Rule in 84 percent of Idaho’s roadless areas.  Additionally, 

while the National Roadless Rule allows a national forest to augment protection for any roadless 

area, the Idaho Roadless Rule forbids enhancing protection for any roadless area in Idaho.  

 

The Forest Service provided the authors two spreadsheets that contained a preliminary 

accounting of logging in roadless areas in Montana and Idaho since 2010.  This preliminary 

accounting identified the projects with roadless logging, and we found and examined the 

environmental analyses that authorized many of those projects.  Friends of the Clearwater, a 

small forest-watchdog and educational nonprofit that monitors the wild Clearwater Basin in 

North Central Idaho, has on file most—if not all—projects over the last 30 years that proposed 

some logging in roadless areas on the Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests, which 
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encompass much of the Clearwater Basin.   

 

We found that the National Roadless Rule initially stopped roadless logging entirely in 

the Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests, but that the Idaho Roadless Rule reversed that.  

In the 1990s, the Forest Service logged over 6,000 acres in roadless areas.  When the Forest 

Service first implemented the National Roadless Rule in 2001 and until 2008, no logging 

occurred on these two forests.  Since the 2008 Idaho Roadless Rule, however, the Forest Service 

has authorized logging on over 1,000 acres of roadless areas in the Nez Perce-Clearwater 

National Forests alone, often in the name of “forest health.”  Across Idaho, the Forest Service 

reported roadless logging in preliminary numbers ranging up to 18,000 acres of roadless areas. 

While the Idaho Roadless Rule is structured for increased logging, the National Roadless Rule 

has four exceptions.  We found the Forest Service, while not choosing to log roadless areas in the 

Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests when the National Roadless Rule governed (2001-

2008), has spent the last decade regularly applying those exceptions in Montana.  

 

 In the past decade, the Forest Service has authorized a considerable amount of logging in 

Montana roadless areas under the National Roadless Rule.   The Forest Service disclosed 

preliminary figures, enumerating that it authorized approximately 33,000 acres of roadless 

logging from 2010 to 2018.  The Forest Service fit these logging projects under one of the four 

exceptions to the National Roadless Rule’s prohibition on logging.  In approximately two-thirds 

of these projects, the Forest Service applied the exception for “stewardship-purpose” tree cutting 

to “restore” ecosystems.   

 

 The Forest Service’s quality of discourse, in terms of concluding how logging impacts 

roadless characteristics, has shifted over time, further facilitating logging in roadless areas. Prior 

to the National Roadless Rule, 1990s Forest Service project-specific environmental analyses in 

Idaho’s Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests recognized that logging degraded and 

eliminated roadless characteristics.  The agency held that timber harvest modified natural 

processes, shelterwood logging created unnatural disturbances in the landscape, and cutting trees, 

which generated features such as stumps, created signs of human alteration.  Even in the 

environmental analyses for the National Roadless Rule and the Idaho Roadless Rule, the Forest 

Service recognized generally that logging and road construction can potentially eliminate 

roadless characteristics.  

 

 Despite the Forest Service’s earlier position, the agency occasionally reversed its 

conclusions about the harm of logging after the advent of the National Roadless Rule. Between 

2001 and 2008 in Idaho, the Forest Service sometimes concluded in its environmental analyses, 

as it had in the 1990s, that logging would degrade roadless characteristics.  However, sometimes 

during these seven years, the Forest Service concluded that roadless characteristics might be 

improved by logging, specifically in reducing the potential for stand-replacing wildfire by 

removing dead or dying trees from the natural ecosystem.  If the Forest Service could assert that 

ecosystems would be improved with logging, the Forest Service could apply an exception under 

the National Roadless Rule and cut trees in a roadless area.  The Idaho Roadless Rule adopted 

this “stewardship purpose” logging exception for themes that govern most of Idaho’s roadless 

base.  After the Idaho Roadless Rule began to govern roadless areas in Idaho, we have seen this 

flip in reasoning solidify, with the Forest Service commonly concluding that logging in a 
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roadless area will often have neutral or beneficial impacts to roadless characteristics.   

 

 With the new conclusion that logging augments roadless characteristics, the Forest 

Service is able to exploit logging exceptions under the National Roadless Rule and logging 

permissions under the Idaho Roadless Rule.  The Forest Service in Montana and Idaho, post 

2010, similarly analyze the impacts of logging on roadless characteristics.  Regardless of which 

rule governs, below are several examples of the reasoning that the Forest Service employs to 

conclude that logging will either not impact or beneficially impact roadless characteristics.  The 

Forest Service argues that (1) taking no action will adversely impact roadless characteristics; (2) 

logging inflicts only temporary, short-term effects on roadless characteristics; (3) there will be 

minimal impacts (even while considering other roadless areas with evidence of similar timber 

harvests to have demonstrably impaired roadless characteristics); (4) a little more detriment is 

negligible if there is already evidence of any prior human activities; and (5) intense logging on a 

small part of the roadless area will not, on average, impact the whole roadless area.   

 

 Science fleshes out the fallacy of some of this reasoning.  Peer-reviewed science 

establishes that natural tree death—regardless of its cause—is a process by which forests renew 

and exists in healthy forests and their ecosystems.  Severe fires are part of the natural history of 

some forests, specifically those in norther Rocky Mountains of Idaho and Montana.  Forests in 

the western United States generally have not experienced more fires as a direct result of bark 

beetle activity.  Global warming—not the Forest Service’s history of fire suppression—greatly 

influences fire seasons.  Even with global warming, older unlogged forests, which include many 

roadless areas, have been found to burn less severely than thinning trees, which tends to open up 

and dry out forest vegetation that remains.   

 

 Time fleshes out the fallacy of the remaining reasoning.  When the Forest Service revises 

forest plans, we found a pattern where the agency drops isolated acreage from its roadless 

inventory and wilderness-recommendation process due to evidence of timber harvest.  The 

Forest Service Handbook directs the agency to identify a basic potential-wilderness inventory; 

the agency can include areas where logging has occurred if improvements are not substantially 

noticeable.  The Forest Service will also use this criterion to update its roadless inventory.  In 

two different forest plans, the Forest Service dropped the roadless acres where timber harvest 

had occurred because at the time of review, those portions of roadless areas did not meet the 

criteria for potential wilderness or espoused roadless characteristics.   

 

 In conclusion, neither the National Roadless Rule nor the Idaho Roadless Rule are 

protecting roadless areas from logging.  The Forest Service appears to be exploiting exceptions 

and permissions in both rules, and the Forest Service’s environmental analyses have shifted to 

justify utilizing the exceptions in an unchecked manner.  Given these rules—particularly the 

National Roadless Rule—are not as protective as we thought, there needs to be a substantive 

review of both rules and of the remaining roadless areas in the United States.  Additionally, the 

public and the government need to engage in a thoughtful discourse about whether protecting 

roadless areas is a priority and, if so, how to effectively do that.    
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I. Introduction 

 

The Forest Service manages two types of undeveloped wildlands in the United States.  

The first consists of lands that Congress has designated to be protected by the Wilderness Act, 

called Wilderness.1  The second consists of roadless areas, which are defined by the Forest 

Service, an agency in the executive branch of government under the United States Department of 

Agriculture.2 These areas are administered according to Forest Service policies and regulations. 

While many citizens understand that Wilderness receives express statutory protections, there is 

less known about the regulations that control the fate of roadless areas.  A major aim of this 

report is to inform the reader on two of these regulations and their impacts. 

 

In 2001 the Forest Service published the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule,3 a 

national roadless regulation that aimed to preserve these areas.  In 2008 the Forest Service 

published a state-specific roadless regulation for national forests within the State of Idaho.4  The 

stated purpose for the National Roadless Rule is to protect roadless areas from development 

while administering them.  The 2008 Idaho Roadless Rule expressed a commitment to approach 

managing roadless areas for local and national interests.  Both roadless rules govern roadless 

areas in national forests, which belong to all citizens of the United States. 

 

In this report, we examined the effectiveness of these rules in protecting roadless areas 

from development projects.  We reviewed the nation’s roadless areas in Idaho and Montana, the 

states with the second and third most roadless acreage.  In both states, we found a significant 

amount of logging in roadless areas over the past decade.  The Forest Service allowed this 

logging under exceptions and permissions that were codified in both rules. The Forest Service 

has further justified logging region-wide by forecasting that the environmental impacts will 

either be short-term or minimal. We found this to be demonstrably untrue because the Forest 

Service often drops these impacted roadless acreages when it updates its inventory of roadless 

areas, and the dropped acreage is no longer protected by any regulation and is open to further 

activities such as logging and road building.  For roadless areas in Idaho, the Idaho Roadless 

Rule has even further complicated accounting of true roadless areas by complicating the process 

to amend areas that no longer have roadless characteristics.  Our conclusion is that neither rule 

effectively preserves the nation’s wild areas not already protected by the Wilderness Act.   

 

                                                 
1 In this report, a capitalized “Wilderness” means land that Congress has designated to be part of the 

National Wilderness Preservation System and protected by the Wilderness Act.  16 U.S.C.  1131 et seq. 
2 USDA.  In this report, we have also abbreviated environmental impact statements (EISs) and records of 

decisions (RODs), environmental assessments (EAs) and each relative Decision Notice and Finding of No 

Significant Impact (DN-FONSI), and categorical exclusions (CEs) and decision memos (DMs).  IRAs 

stand for “Inventoried Roadless Areas,” and we use that term with “roadless areas” interchangeably 

throughout this report.  
3 In this report, the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule will be referred to as the “National Roadless 

Rule” or the “2001 Roadless Rule.”  The National Roadless Rule governs all roadless areas outside of 

Idaho and Colorado.  See Roadless Area Conservation Rule 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,244 (Jan. 12, 2001); 36 

C.F.R. part 294.  This report will focus on the National Roadless Rule and the Idaho Roadless Rule, but 

not the Colorado Roadless Rule. 
4 This regulation, found at 36 C.F.R. §§ 294.20-294.29, will be referred to throughout this report as the 

Idaho Roadless Rule.  
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II. Background 

 

National Forests are a public treasure. These lands are owned by all Americans and are a 

hallmark of our public land system. They provide watershed protection, fish and wildlife habitat, 

and a glimpse into the country’s natural history. National forests comprise about eight percent of 

the land in the United States5 and represent about nineteen percent of all forested land in the 

United States, mainly in the West and Alaska.6 The Forest Service, a federal agency within the 

Department of Agriculture, administers the national forests for a variety of purposes.  These 

purposes include maintaining diverse fish and wildlife habitat, ensuring watershed protection, 

and administering multiple uses, such as public recreation, livestock grazing, logging, mining, 

and commercial recreation.7  Because livestock grazing, logging, mining, and even recreation 

can adversely impact the quality of fish and wildlife habitats, management objectives on Forest 

System Land can conflict.8 

 

Only a fraction of the nation’s wildlands remains wild today.  Prior to World War II, the 

vast majority of the National Forest System was still wild and undeveloped.9 After the end of the 

war, however, a variety of interests pressured rapid development of national forests.10  By the 

1950s timber corporations that had cut through their private reserves turned to national forests to 

continue operations, and annual cut levels more than doubled, from 3.5 billion board feet to 9.3 

billion board feet.11  During this decade, timber-industry lobbyists, operating under an intensive-

management ideology, redefined sustainable yield, arguing that achieving sustained yield meant 

achieving the maximum possible timber harvest; the Forest Service used this new definition 

when appealing to Congress to increase its agency budget.12  As the Forest Service looked to get 

out the cut post World War II, the agency turned to its administratively created roadless areas 

and began to open these up to logging.13  The trends established by an intensive-management 

                                                 
5 See USDA, Forest Service, Land Areas of the National Forest System (Jan. 2012) p. 1, available at 

https://www.fs.fed.us/land/staff/lar/LAR2011/LAR2011_Book_A5.pdf (last visited 2/12/19); USDA, 

Forest Service, U.S. Forest Resource Facts and Historical Trends (Aug. 2014) p. 14, available at 

https://www.fia.fs.fed.us/library/brochures/docs/2012/ForestFacts_1952-2012_English.pdf (last visited 

2/1/19).  
6 About 75 percent of the National Forest System lands have trees. Non-forested acreage in national 

forests mainly includes National Grasslands and high elevation mountains above timberline which are 

crucial watersheds. 
7 See 16 U.S.C. §§ 528-531 (Multiple Use Sustained Yield Act); 16 U.S.C. § 1600 et seq. (National Forest 

Management Act). 
8 See, e.g., Waters, Thomas F. Sediment in Streams: Sources, Biological Effects and Control pp. 22-41, 

(American Fisheries Society 1995); Foreman, Dave and Wolke, Howie. The Big Outside pp. 29-36 (Ned 

Ludd Books 1989).  
9 See Foreman, Dave, No. 21 Around the Campfire: A Little Roadless Area History, available at 

https://rewilding.org/uncle-dave-foremans-around-the-campfire/ (2008) (last visited 2/1/19). 
10 See Foreman, Dave and Wolke, Howie. The Big Outside p. 32 (Ned Ludd Books 1989); Dana, Samuel 

Trask and Fairfax, Sally K. Forest and Range Policy: Its Development in the United States pp. 179-180 

(2d ed. McGraw-Hill 1980).  
11 Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy of Optimism pp. 48-49, 55, 131, 134 (University of Nebraska Press 1994).  
12 Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy of Optimism p. 132 (University of Nebraska Press 1994). 
13 See Allin, Craig W.  The Politics of Wilderness Preservation, pp. 102-03 (Greenwood Press)(1982); 

Gerard, David. 2000. “The Origins of the Federal Wilderness System,” in Political Environmentalism pp. 
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ideology and “getting out the cut” policy that developed in the fifteen years after World War II 

continued into the 1960s, 1970s, and 1980s.14  Decades of implementing this policy landed 

several species on the endangered species list, including spotted owls in the Northwest, grizzly 

bears in the norther Rockies, and goshawks in the Southwest because humans developed the old-

growth habitat upon which these species rely to a varying degree.15  Court intervention reducing 

the unsustainable timber harvest did not change the culture; while a 1989 nationwide survey of 

Forest Service employees agree that caring for healthy ecosystems should be among the top 

values the agency awarded, these same employees reported a reality where “meeting timber and 

other commodity targets” was one of the top values the agency actually rewarded.16  The agency 

culture to “get out the cut” still exists: in 2005, Forest Service employees perceived that meeting 

targets was still the value the Forest Service rewarded in the twenty-first century.17 Now, this 

reward system is combined with a current administration that has called for more intensive 

management with increased harvest levels.18 

 

Today undeveloped wildlands comprise approximately 4 percent of the land area of the 

United States, and 49 percent of the National Forest System.  These wildlands are mostly 

categorized within two legal-political categories. Nineteen percent of the National Forest System 

is designated as Wilderness and protected by the Wilderness Act; and 30 percent of the National 

Forest System has been categorized as “roadless areas.”19  

 

At its core, the undeveloped state of roadless areas generally meets the definition of 

“wilderness” in the Wilderness Act.20 Thus, roadless areas have characteristics similar to 

                                                                                                                                                             
223-24 (T. L. Anderson, ed., Hoover Institution Press. (2000) (Primitive Areas the Forest Service 

established under their L-20 regulations were never intended to be permanent.); Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy 

of Optimism p. 131 (University of Nebraska Press 1994). 
14 See Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy of Optimism pp. 131, 216, 271-72 (University of Nebraska Press 1994). 
15 Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy of Optimism p. 277 (University of Nebraska Press 1994).  
16 See Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy of Optimism pp. 273-74, 281-82 (University of Nebraska Press 1994).  
17 See USDA Forest Service, Kennedy, J.J., Haynes, R.W., and Zhou, X. “Line Officers’ Views on Stated 

USDA Forest Service Values and the Agency Reward System,” General Technical Report PNW-GTR-

632 p. 5 (Mar. 2005).    
18 Exec. Order No. 13,855, 84 Fed. Reg. 45 (Dec. 21, 2018). 
19 In 2001, there was approximately 93.8 million acres of roadless areas and Wilderness. See USDA, 

Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. 1-1 (Nov. 2000) (58.5 million acres of 

inventoried roadless areas); Wilderness Connect, Wilderness Data Search, available at 

https://www.wilderness.net/NWPS/advSearch (35.3 million acres Wilderness using search parameters 

State: (All States), Agency: (Forest Service), Designation: (Before), and Year: (2001)) (last visited 

2/22/19). We are presuming that Wilderness on the National Forest System designated after 2001 came 

from the 58.5 million acres of roadless land in 2001. The national Forest system comprises 193 million 

acres.  USDA, Forest Service, By the Numbers, available at https://www.fs.fed.us/about-

agency/newsroom/by-the-numbers, last visited 2/22/19). The acreage of the United States is 2.4 billion 

acres, Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management, Public Land Statistics p. 1 available at 

https://www.blm.gov/sites/blm.gov/files/PublicLandStatistics2016.pdf (last visited 2/22/19). 
20 The Wilderness Act, 16 U.S.C. § 1131(c), defines Wilderness: “A wilderness, in contrast with those 

areas where man and his own works dominate the landscape, is hereby recognized as an area where the 

earth and its community of life are untrammeled by man, where man himself is a visitor who does not 

remain. An area of wilderness is further defined to mean in this Act an area of undeveloped Federal land 

retaining its primeval character and influence, without permanent improvements or human habitation, 
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Wilderness and have the potential to be designated as Wilderness.  Not surprisingly, the roadless 

areas we know today have been shaped by policies that developed after the 1964 Wilderness Act. 

In addition to creating a legally protected category for designated Wilderness, the statute directed 

the Secretary of Agriculture to review primitive areas in national forests for areas that could be 

suitable for Congress to designate as Wilderness within 10 years.21  The Forest Service decided 

to inventory the roadless areas has attempted this inventory twice.   

 

The Forest Service conducted its first roadless inventory, Roadless Area Review and 

Evaluations (“RARE I”), in the early 1970s.  The roadless acreage at the time was considerably 

larger than what the Forest Service reported it to be in RARE I.22  In RARE I, the Forest Service 

performed a quick, light, and consequently inadequate review of wild areas in the United States.  

The Forest Service’s entrenched culture and emphasis to get out the cut23 and to limit wilderness 

acreage24 undoubtedly contributed to the inaccurate inventory for RARE I.25  The agency took 

only ten months—from August 1971 to June 1972—to review the entire National Forest System 

for roadless-area designations. 26  During the field stages of this review, many areas were 

snowbound and inaccessible.27  Additionally, one author alleged that Rare I “was superficial and 

allowed commodity-minded regional foresters to select missions of acres of de facto wilderness 

for immediate road building and timber harvest.”28 While later inventories have improved, 

wilderness recommendations in the Forest Service’s second Roadless Area Review Evaluation 

(“RARE II”) in the late 1970s remained small.29  

 

Development of roadless wildlands on national forests has mainly involved logging and 

                                                                                                                                                             
which is protected and managed so as to preserve its natural conditions and which (1) generally appears to 

have been affected primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of man's work substantially 

unnoticeable; (2) has outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive and unconfined type of 

recreation; (3) has at least five thousand acres of land or is of sufficient size as to make practicable its 

preservation and use in an unimpaired condition; and (4) may also contain ecological, geological, or other 

features of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical value.” 
21 16 U.S.C. § 1132(b). 
22 See Foreman, Dave. No. 56 Around the Campfire: Chopping Down the Wilderness, available at 

https://rewilding.org/around-the-campfire-with-uncle-dave-chopping-down-the-wilderness-act/ (2013) 

(last visited 2/1/19).  The areas with roadless characteristics that the Forest Service did not official include 

into the roadless inventory are commonly known now as “unroaded areas.”       
23 See generally Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy of Optimism (University of Nebraska Press 1994) for a 

historical account of how the Forest Service emphasized logging. 
24 See Roth, Dennis M. The Wilderness Movement and the National Forests: 1964-1980 pp. 6-8 (USDA 

Forest Service History Series FS 391, 1984) (The Forest Service Deputy Chief suggested a “pure” 

wilderness of between 18 and 18 million acres on the national forest system and the Forest Service sought 

to convince Congress to limit Wilderness for the “expense” of managing it and the lost opportunity costs 

to development.).  
25 Foreman, Dave, No. 21 Around the Campfire: A Little Roadless Area History, available at 

https://rewilding.org/uncle-dave-foremans-around-the-campfire/ (2008) (last visited 2/1/19). 
26 See Allin, Craig W.  The Politics of Wilderness Preservation, pp. 159-60 (Greenwood Press) (1982). 
27 Allin, Craig W.  The Politics of Wilderness Preservation, p. 160 (Greenwood Press) (1982). 
28 Allin, Craig W.  The Politics of Wilderness Preservation, p. 160 (Greenwood Press) (1982). 
29 Roth, Dennis M. The Wilderness Movement and the National Forests: 1964-1980 pp. 36-37 (RARE I 

inventoried approximately 55.9 million acres), 57-58 (RARE II inventoried approximately 62 million 

acres) (USDA Forest Service History Series FS 391, 1984).  
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associated roadbuilding.30 At least 26 million acres of national forest wildlands have been 

developed in the past five decades. 31  The official recorded acreage of roadless inventory has 

changed little from the 1970s to now.32 As described above, the post-World War II culture to get 

out the cut continued through the 1980s.  That culture has not been substantially altered and still 

exists today.33  The consequences of logging and roadbuilding over this time are increasingly 

fragmented roadless acreage with far more roads than the 1970s.34   

 

                                                 
30 See Foreman, Dave. Issue No. 56 Around the Campfire: Chopping Down the Wilderness, available at 

https://rewilding.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/56-Chopping-Down-the-Wilderness-Act.pdf (2013) 

(last visited 2/15/19). 
31 See Foreman, Dave. Issue No. 56 Around the Campfire: Chopping Down the Wilderness, available at 

https://rewilding.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/56-Chopping-Down-the-Wilderness-Act.pdf p. 

3(2013)(last visited 2/15/19)(“[I]n 1964, at least 120 million acres...met the yardstick for Wilderness Area 

designation.”); Wilderness Connect, Wilderness Data Search, available at 

https://www.wilderness.net/NWPS/advSearch (entering “Forest Service” as only parameter for a search, 

the National Forest System has 36.6 million acres of Wilderness in 2019); USDA, Forest Service, 

Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. 1-1 (58.5 million acres of roadless areas in 2001)(Nov. 

2000).  But note that 1.3 million of acres have been added to the National Wilderness System since 2001, 

and the authors presumed this acreage to come from the roadless base.  See Wilderness Connect, 

Wilderness Data Search, available at https://www.wilderness.net/NWPS/advSearch (Entering “Forest 

Service” in the Agency box, “After” in the Designation Box, and “2001” in the Year box). 
32 See USDA, Forest Service, RARE II: Roadless Area Review and Evaluation Final EIS pp. 6-7 (citing 

RARE I acreage of 56 million and RARE II acreage of 62.1 million) (Jan. 1979); compare with USDA, 

Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. 1-1 (Nov. 2000) (58.5 million acres).  
33See Hirt, Paul. A Conspiracy of Optimism pp. 273-74, 281-82 (University of Nebraska Press 1994); 

compare with USDA Forest Service, Kennedy, J.J., Haynes, R.W., and Zhou, X. “Line Officers’ Views 

on Stated USDA Forest Service Values and the Agency Reward System,” General Technical Report 

PNW-GTR-632 p. 5 (Mar. 2005).    
34 Wyoming v. United States Department of Agriculture, 661 F.3d 1209, 1222 (10th Cir. 2011) (“Over the 

next two decades, however, the Forest Service began permitting road construction to occur in some of 

those inventoried roadless areas (" IRAs”) on a site-specific basis.”)(citing 66 Fed. Reg. 3244, 3246 (Jan. 

12, 2001); 63 Fed. Reg. 4350, 4350 (Jan.28, 1998)); see also Kootenai Tribe of Idaho v. Veneman, 313 

F.3d 1094, 1105 (9th Cir. 2002) (stating that, in 1982, the Forest Service started " permit[ting] road 

construction, industrial logging and other development in inventoried roadless 

areas on a local, site-specific basis."). 
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Figure 1. Roadless Area Map, USDA Roadless Area Conservation FEIS Vol. 1, p. 3-2. 

 

Outside of Alaska with its massive Tongass and Chugach National Forests, Idaho has the 

next largest and Montana has the third largest roadless acreage (Figure 1).35   About 38 percent of 

Idaho is in the National Forest System.36  Of that Idaho acreage, roadless areas comprise about 9 

million acres; this is approximately 16 percent of the total roadless base in the United States.37 

The Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests consist of about 7.5 percent of Idaho’s entire 

land base, approximately 4 million acres.38  Of those 4 million acres, 1.5 million acres, or 37.5 

percent, of the Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests, are wildlands that are classified as 

roadless areas.39 The nation’s third largest roadless base is in Montana.  There are over 6 million 

acres, comprising 11 percent of the nation’s total roadless base.40 It is therefore meaningful to 

evaluate the consequences of Roadless Rules in Montana and Idaho, given that these states 

                                                 
35 See USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1, Appx. A, pp. A-3 through A-

4 (Nov. 2000)  
36 Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management, Public Land Statistics p. 7, Table 1-3 (2016) 

(Idaho land base 52.93 million acres), available at 

https://www.blm.gov/sites/blm.gov/files/PublicLandStatistics2016.pdf (last visited 1/31/19); USDA, 

Forest Service, Land Areas of the National Forest System (Jan. 2012) p. 43, available at 

https://www.fs.fed.us/land/staff/lar/LAR2011/LAR2011_Book_A5.pdf (Idaho national forest acreage 

20,465,113 acres) (last visited 1/31/19). 
37 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 pp. 3-4 (Nov. 2000).  
38 See Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests Homepage, available at 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/nezperceclearwater/ (last visited 2/14/19). 
39 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho final EIS, 

Vol. 2, Appx. A, pp. A-5 to A-7 (Aug. 2008).  
40 See USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 pp. 3-2, 3-4 (Nov. 2000). 

Alaska has the most roadless acreage. 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/nezperceclearwater/
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collectively harbor such a large share of remaining federal wildlands.  

Developing roadless areas through logging and roadbuilding instigated enough 

controversy to cause the Forest Service to amend its policy to protect these remaining areas. 41  

The Forest Service, at the turn of this century and at the end of the Clinton administration, 

announced a policy and accompanying regulation “to conserve and protect the increasingly 

important values and benefits or roadless areas ….”42  This regulatory protection was the 2001 

Roadless Area Conservation Rule.43  The Forest Service clearly stated the conservative aim of 

the 2001 Roadless Rule: “The intent of this final rule is to provide lasting protection for 

inventoried roadless areas within the National Forest System in the context of multiple-use 

management.”44  To achieve this, the rule was structured “to immediately stop activities that pose 

the greatest risks to the social and ecological values of inventoried roadless areas,” which 

included restrictions on “road construction, reconstruction, and timber harvest.”45  The Clinton 

Administration would not be the last administration to influence management of the nation’s 

roadless areas.  

 

In 2005 the Bush Administration developed a state-petition process where states could 

petition to create their own roadless rules for federal roadless areas within that state.46 In 2006 

Idaho’s then-governor, Jim Risch,47 petitioned the Forest Service for an Idaho-specific roadless 

rule, which the agency issued 2008.48  The next year, the Ninth Circuit struck down the state-

petition process for lacking the requisite environmental analysis under that National 

Environmental Policy Act and lacking proper consultation under the Endangered Species Act.49  

But, the Idaho roadless regulation that emerged from this unlawful process survived.   

 

The National and Idaho Roadless Rules have been challenged in court yet both have 

survived.  The National Roadless Rule survived challenges by states and special interest 

groups.50  Even though the Ninth Circuit struck down the process by which the Forest Service 

initiated a roadless rule for Idaho, the Court upheld a later challenge to the rule that emerged.51. 

As a result, the Idaho Roadless Rule governs roadless areas in the national forests of Idaho.   

 

The Idaho Roadless Rule shifted roadless policy from protecting roadless values to 

                                                 
41  See 63 Fed. Reg. 4350, 4350 (Jan. 28, 1998); USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final 

EIS, Vol. 1 p. 1-5 (Nov. 2000).  
42 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. 1-14 (Nov. 2000). 
43 See generally 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,244 (Jan. 12, 2001); USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area 

Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. xi (Nov. 2000).   
44 66 Fed. Reg. 3244, 3244 (Jan. 12, 2001).   
45 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. ES-1 (Nov. 2000). 
46 Special Areas; State Petitions for Inventoried Roadless Area Management, 70 Fed. Reg. 25,654 to 

25,662 (May 13, 2005).  
47 A politician attributed with a general pro-development stance on natural-resource issues. 

https://www.britannica.com/biography/Jim-Risch (last visited 1/2/2019). 
48 See 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456 to 61,496 (Oct. 16, 2008).   
49 See Cal. ex rel. Lockyer v. U.S. Dep't of Agric., 575 F.3d 999, 1011-19 (9th Cir. 2009), aff’g Cal. ex rel. 

Lockyer v. U.S. Dep't of Agric., 459 F.Supp.2d 874 (N.D. Cal. 2006). 
50 Wyoming v. U.S. Dep’t of Agriculture, 661 F.3d 1209 (10th Cir. 2011). 
51 Jayne v. Sherman, 706 F.3d 994 (9th Cir. 2013). 
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prioritizing local interests.  Although the Idaho Roadless Rule, promulgated seven years after the 

National Roadless Rule, claimed that “[t]he rule does not authorize the building of a single road 

or the cutting of a single tree,” and expressed a continued commitment to protecting roadless 

areas, the Idaho Rule’s first and foremost expressed intent was to “take[] a balanced approach 

recognizing both local and national interests for the management of these lands.”52  After stating 

that management in consideration of local interests—not protecting foremost roadless values—

drove this new state-specific rule, the Forest Service then described the rule to “establish[] 

permissions and prohibitions that will govern what type of activities may occur in [inventoried 

roadless areas].”53   

 

For approximately the past 20 years, the Forest Service has nationally administered 

roadless areas with a stated intent to protect and conserve roadless areas.54  The Forest Service 

implemented these policies by “prohibiting activities that have the greatest likelihood of 

degrading desirable characteristics” and “ensuring that ecological and social characteristics of 

inventoried roadless areas are identified and evaluated through local forest planning efforts.”55  

The Idaho Roadless Rule superseded the management of national roadless areas within Idaho’s 

borders in 2008 and will be 11 years old this year.  A previous report, authored by Shana Hirsch 

in 2014 for the Friends of the Clearwater, discussed the contradictions in Idaho Roadless policy, 

such as permitting more activities that risk degrading roadless characteristics.56 Hirsch’s paper 

suggested that the Idaho Roadless Rule may be less protective than its national counterpart.57  To 

our knowledge, there have been no recent reports that have evaluated either rules’ efficacy in 

protecting the nation’s dwindling roadless acreage.  Below we assess how well the National and 

Idaho Roadless Rules are protecting our nation’s roadless areas.      

 

III. Methodology used in answering how well the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule 

and the Idaho Roadless Rule protect roadless areas on the ground  

 

 The question that motivated this report is how well the National Roadless Rule and the 

Idaho Roadless Rule protect roadless areas in practice.  To answer this, first compared the rules 

to each other: their structures, their permissions, and their prohibitions.  Then, we compared the 

rules to timber projects that the Forest Service has authorized in Idaho and Montana roadless 

areas.  We also compared timber projects that the Forest Service has allowed under roadless rules 

with the Forest Service’s justifications for reducing acreage in roadless inventory or precluding 

an area from Wilderness consideration.   

 

 The Forest Service provided us with the agency’s own preliminary numbers of timber 

                                                 
52 73 Fed. Reg. 61456, 61456 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
53 73 Fed. Reg. 61456, 61456 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
54 See USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. 1-14 (Nov. 2000). 
55 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. 1-14 (Nov. 2000). 
56 Hirsch, Shana. “Contradictions in Idaho Roadless Policy: The Effects of Shifting Discourse in Forest 

Service Environmental Impact Statements in the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest 1989-2012” (June 

2014).  On file with authors. 
57 Hirsch, Shana. “Contradictions in Idaho Roadless Policy: The Effects of Shifting Discourse in Forest 

Service Environmental Impact Statements in the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest 1989-2012” pp. 

19-21 (June 2014).  On file with authors. 
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harvest in roadless areas in Idaho and Montana national forests over the past decade.  This 

information was noted in two spreadsheets—one for each state—that identified the project, the 

roadless area, the year, the exception that allowed timber harvest, and a preliminary figure for 

acres where the Forest Service authorized logging.  We attempted to confirm these numbers by 

obtaining the project’s environmental documents from the Internet—environmental impact 

statements (EISs), environmental assessments (EAs), and categorical exclusions (CEs)—and 

their respective decision documents, records of decision (RODs), decision notices and findings 

of no significant impact (DN-FONSIs), and decision memos (DM).  We were not able to find 

documents for every project, so we could not confirm everything the Forest Service disclosed, 

and we did find discrepancies.  Thus, we stress that the numbers disclosed by the Forest Service 

are preliminary.  The authors have these spreadsheets on file, but excerpts from the projects on 

these spreadsheets appear in Appendix A (Idaho) and Appendix B (Montana) to this report.          

 

To examine timber projects in the roadless areas of Idaho, we first reviewed a temporal 

cross-section of project proposals in Idaho’s Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests between the 

early 1990s to approximately 2017.58  Friends of the Clearwater, a forest-watchdog nonprofit in 

Idaho with a mission area that encompasses the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests, has 

environmental documents and decisions from the past thirty years on file in its library.  These 

sources permit a comparison of logging projects in roadless areas over the course of three 

distinct time periods: the 1990s, when there was no roadless rule restricting logging in roadless 

areas; from 2001-2008, when the National Roadless Rule governed Idaho roadless areas; and 

after 2008, when the Idaho Roadless Rule superseded the National Roadless Rule in Idaho.  For 

these thirty years of projects, we tracked the Forest Service’s analyses, the size of the work, and 

whether the proposed project moved forward under the governing roadless rule.  These NEPA 

documents provided an inside look at the quality of the Forest Service’s assessments about the 

effects of logging in roadless areas and how those conclusions have changed over time.  Excerpts 

can be found in Appendix A to this report.  

 

 To examine timber projects in Montana, we began with the preliminary numbers 

disclosed by the Forest Service on logging authorized in Montana roadless areas since 2010.  We 

noted which exception under the National Roadless Rule that the Forest Service cited when it 

authorized roadless-area timber harvests.  We created a table that included the name of the 

project, the amount of logging authorized in roadless, which exception under the National 

Roadless Rule allowed the Forest Service to cut trees in the roadless area, and the reasoning the 

Forest Service provided on environmental impacts.  We have provided excerpts of these NEPA 

documents in Appendix B.  

 

Using excerpts from the environmental assessments noted above, we evaluated the Forest 

Service’s conclusions on the projected impacts of logging to roadless areas.  Under the National 

Environmental Policy Act, the Forest service has to support its conclusion on how logging will 

                                                 
58 These two forests, the Nez Perce National Forest and the Clearwater National Forest border each other, 

and were administratively combined into the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest in 2012.  See Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forest, About the Forest, available at 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/main/nezperceclearwater/about-forest (last visited 2/2/19).    Our review 

examined projects within both forests.  We could access a thirty-year transect because Friends of the 

Clearwater’s mission area includes both forests and had many of these NEPA documents on file. 
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impact roadless areas, including disclosing whether logging will degrade roadless characteristics 

and wild areas.  We identified several analytical trends common to the Forest Service in both 

states in minimalizing the impacts that logging would have on roadless areas, and we evaluated 

the logic of the trend.   

 

 Finally, while project-level NEPA analysis provides an opportunity to analyze potential 

future impacts for activities proposed in roadless areas, the forest-plan revision process offers a 

more certain retrospective on project impacts.  When the Forest Service revises each national 

forest’s forest plan, the Forest Service must reconsider what, if any, places the agency might 

recommend to Congress to designate as Wilderness.  This often leads to updating that forest’s 

roadless inventory, where the Forest Service compares the on-the-ground condition of roadless 

areas against the definition of roadless characteristics and criteria of what the Forest Service 

considers to be eligible to recommend to Congress to designate as Wilderness.  We chose two 

forest-plan revisions to review: the Idaho Panhandle National Forests in Idaho, and the 

Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forests in Montana.   

 

Using all of the above—Forest Service disclosures, NEPA documents, and the files of 

two forest-plan revisions, we answered the question of how well each roadless rule protects 

roadless areas.  To understand our findings in context, a discussion of the roadless rules—their 

structures, their permissions, and their prohibitions—is necessary.   

 

IV. National Roadless Rule and Idaho Roadless Rules: structures, permissions, and 

prohibitions  

 

Both roadless rules are designed to govern activities that may and may not take place in 

roadless areas.  The National Roadless Rule and the Idaho Roadless Rule define roadless 

characteristics—the values that roadless areas espouse—identically.  But, what defines these 

rules are the different levels of timber harvest that each rule allows.  The National Roadless Rule 

is a general prohibition on timber harvest and road construction in all roadless areas. In contrast, 

the Idaho Roadless Rule divides roadless areas into a five-tiered hierarchy with different levels 

of protection, limiting timber-harvest exceptions for roadless areas at the top of the tier and 

eliminating any additional protections at the bottom of the tier. While there is some overlap of 

timber harvest that each rule permits and prohibits, on the whole, the Idaho Roadless Rule allows 

more potentially roadless-degrading activities in the majority of the roadless areas.  These rules 

also differ in that the National Roadless Rule imposes a minimum level of protection, beyond 

which the Forest Service can choose to protect roadless areas, while the Idaho Roadless Rule 

adds a maximum level of protection, prohibiting the Forest Service from protecting a roadless 

area at a higher level than what the rule has deemed appropriate for each hierarchy.  Finally, the 

National Roadless Rule allows for flexibility in updating the roadless inventory, while the Idaho 

Roadless Rule has frozen Idaho’s roadless inventory in the rule and created an extremely 

difficult process to update roadless areas so as to reflect on-the-ground characteristics.   

 

IV.A. Similarity: The National Roadless Rule and the Idaho Roadless Rule define 

“roadless characteristics” identically.  

 

The largest similarity between the two rules is how the Forest Service defines roadless 
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characteristics, which are the natural features that comprise roadless areas.59 Except for minor 

grammatical differences, the two rules’ definitions are virtually identical.  Roadless area 

characteristics are “[r]esources or features that are often present in and characterize” roadless 

areas.60  Roadless areas, by definition, include the following: 

 

(1) High quality or undisturbed soil, water, and air; 

(2) Sources of public drinking water; 

(3) Diversity of plant and animal communities; 

(4) Habitat for threatened, endangered, proposed, candidate, and sensitive species 

and for those species dependent on large, undisturbed areas of land; 

(5) Primitive, semi-primitive non-motorized and semi-primitive motorized classes of 

dispersed recreation; 

(6) Reference landscapes; 

(7) Natural appearing landscapes with high scenic quality; 

(8) Traditional cultural properties and sacred sites; and 

(9) Other locally identified unique characteristics.61 

 

The definition of roadless characteristics originate from wild qualities enumerated in the 

Wilderness Act, where the Forest Service identified the roadless areas administratively in order 

to assess whether those areas should be recommended to Congress for wilderness designation.62   

 

 The other similarity between the rules is that the Idaho Roadless Rule has adopted some 

of the National Roadless Rule’s exceptions for activities that may occur in some roadless areas in 

some situations.  However, this is a minor similarity because the Idaho Roadless Rule used the 

National Roadless Rule’s exceptions for some roadless areas, and added onto them for a majority 

of the Idaho Roadless Areas, as discussed below.   

 

IV.B. The differences between permissible logging activities under the structure and 

language of the Idaho and National Roadless Rules.   

 

The National and the Idaho Roadless Rules differ in their basic structure.  The National 

Roadless Rule treats all roadless areas as one category of land—roadless areas—and sets out to 

govern what activities are prohibited, and what activities may proceed under certain 

circumstances.  The Idaho Roadless Rule creates a five-class hierarchy for Idaho roadless areas, 

dividing roadless areas into a spectrum and then allowing activities that accordingly vary from 

                                                 
59 See Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,272 (Jan. 12, 2001) compare with 36 

C.F.R. § 294.21.  
60 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,274 (Jan. 12, 2001) (definition of “Roadless 

area characteristics). 
61 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,274 (Jan. 12, 2001).  36 C.F.R. § 294.21 

(definitions of “Roadless area characteristics”). The only difference in the text of the Idaho Roadless Rule 

is a couple of extra commas in a comma series and with a conjunction in subsections (5) and (4) that had 

no substantive impact on the definition.  See 36 C.F.R. § 294.21  
62 See USDA, Forest Service, RARE II: Roadless Area Review and Evaluation Final EIS pp. 5-6 (Jan. 

1979) (“RARE II began with a Forest Service inventory of  roadless, undeveloped areas that met the 

minimum criteria for wilderness consideration under the Wilderness Act.”). 
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more restrictive to not restrictive.  These themes, from most restrictive to no restrictions, are the 

following: 1) Wild Land Recreation, 2) Special Areas of Historic and Tribal Significance; 3) 

Primitive; 4) Backcountry / Restoration; 5) General Forest, Rangeland, Grassland.63  Roadless 

areas in the category at the top of this hierarchy (Wild Land Recreation) denote more 

prohibitions than the National Roadless Rule, but only approximately 1.5 of Idaho’s 9.3 million 

acres fall into this category.  The other four categories, which encompass the remaining acreage 

(approximately 7.8 million acres) permit more logging or roadbuilding, or both, to go forward in 

Idaho roadless areas.  For this report, we focused on logging activity, which the Forest Service 

recognizes may very well degrade roadless characteristics.64 

 

The table below ranks the protection afforded National and Idaho roadless areas based 

express prohibitions to logging and the number or breadth of exceptions that allow logging in 

roadless areas.  We broke down the Idaho roadless themes and ranked their protectiveness in 

comparison to the National Rule.  The first row contains the most protective language for a 

roadless area, with subsequent rows having progressively fewer protections and broader 

exceptions.  For each subsequent entry, we emboldened the added exceptions or substantive 

amendments that permissively broadened situations where the Forest Service could authorize 

logging in roadless areas.65  The Table 1 below summarizes the following discussion. 

 

Table 1. Ranking of prohibitions in Idaho and National Roadless Rules according to explicit 

prohibitions and permissions in each rule. 
Rule and provision General express 

prohibition 

against logging? 

Exceptions 

Idaho Roadless Rule – 

Wild Land Recreation 

Theme (16 percent of 

Idaho roadless areas) 

36 C.F.R. § 294.24(a) 

Yes, express 

general 

prohibition 

against logging. 

1. Personal or administrative use  

2. Where incidental to a non-prohibited management 

activity 

2001 National 

Roadless Rule 

Yes, express 

general 

prohibition 

against logging. 

1. Personal or administrative use 

2. Where incidental to a non-prohibited management 

activity  

3. Small diameter trees to “improve” listed/sensitive 

                                                 
63 There is one other category of roadless areas in the Idaho Roadless Rule: Forest Plan Special Areas, 

which comprise 334,500 acres, or roughly four percent of Idaho Inventoried Roadless Areas.  These areas 

are small research natural areas or designated eligible wild and scenic river corridors within roadless areas.  

The Idaho Roadless Rule excluded them from all roadless categories and noted that these areas be 

protected and managed in accordance with their respective forest plans.  As the Idaho Roadless Rule does 

not govern this four percent of the roadless base, they will not be discussed further.  See Idaho Roadless 

Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,479 (Oct. 16, 2008); 36 C.F.R. §294.21 (Forest Plan Special Area 

definition).  
64 See Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,244 (Jan. 12, 2001); USDA, Forest 

Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. ES-1 (Nov. 2000). 
65 While this discussion deals largely with logging, it should be noted that the Idaho Roadless Rule is 

more permissive for roadbuilding.  According to the preliminary figures disclosed by the Forest Service in 

the spreadsheets of projects in roadless areas (on file with authors), approximately 18 miles of roads have 

been built in Idaho roadless areas whereas in Montana, the number is under a mile. We have not 

confirmed these numbers. 
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Express language 

that all 

exceptions FS 

expects to 

infrequently 

apply. 

species habitat 

4. Small diameter trees to 

“restore...ecosystem...structure” (i.e. 

“reduce...uncharacteristic wildfire effects”) within 

range of natural disturbance regimes of current 

climatic period 

5. Roadless areas already substantially altered by 

timber harvested before January 2001 

Idaho Roadless Rule – 

Special Areas of 

Historic or Tribal 

Significance and 

Primitive Roadless 

Areas (19 percent of 

Idaho roadless areas 

 

36 C.F.R. § 294.24(b) 

Yes, express 

general 

prohibition 

against logging. 

 

No express 

language 

showing FS 

expectation to 

infrequently 

apply. 

1. Personal or administrative use 

2. Where incidental to a non-prohibited management 

activity  

3. Any trees (but maximize retention of fire-resilient 

large trees) to “improve” listed/sensitive species habitat 

4. Any trees (but maximize fire-resilient large trees) to 

“restore...ecosystem...structure” within range of natural 

disturbance regimes of current climatic period  

5. Any trees (but maximize fire-resilient large trees) to 

“reduce...uncharacteristic wildland fire effects to an at-

risk community or municipal water supply system” 

within range of natural disturbance regimes of 

current climatic period 

Idaho Roadless Rule – 

Backcountry / 

Restoration Roadless 

Areas (57 percent of 

Idaho roadless areas) 

 

36 C.F.R. § 294.24(c) 

No express 

prohibition 

against logging, 

but conditions 

required. 

 

No express 

language that 

exceptions are to 

be infrequently 

employed 

1. Personal or administrative use 

2. Where incidental to a non-prohibited management 

activity  

3. Any trees (but maximize retention of fire-resilient 

large trees) to “improve” listed/sensitive species habitat 

4. Any trees (but maximize fire-resilient large trees) to 

“restore...ecosystem...structure” 

5. Any trees (but maximize fire-resilient large trees) to 

reduce “reduce...uncharacteristic wildland fire effects” 

anywhere in roadless area  

6. Any trees (but maximize fire-resilient large trees) to 

reduce “hazardous fuel conditions” within a 

“community protection zone” 

7. Any trees (but maximize fire-resilient large trees) to 

reduce “hazardous fuel conditions” outside of a” 

community protection zone” where there is a 

“significant risk” to an at-risk community or 

municipal water supply system  

8.  Roadless areas already substantially altered before 

the Forest Service issued the Idaho Roadless Rule  

Idaho Roadless Rule – 

General Forest, 

Rangeland, and 

Grassland Roadless 

Areas (4 percent of 

Idaho roadless areas) 

 

36 C.F.R. § 294.24(c) 

No prohibition 

against logging. 

 

No express 

language about 

intent to 

infrequently log. 

No exceptions because logging is allowed if the forest 

plan allows timber harvest.   
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IV.B.1. Timber cutting, sale, or removal in inventoried roadless areas under the 

National Roadless Rule 

 

 The National Roadless Rule is a rule of general prohibition with specific, enumerated 

exceptions.  “Timber may not be cut, sold, or removed in inventoried roadless areas of the 

National Forest System, except as provided in paragraph (b) of this section.”66  The rule then 

provides the following exceptions where timber cutting, sale, or removal may occur in 

inventoried roadless areas:  

 

(1) The cutting, sale, or removal of generally small diameter timber is needed for one of the 

following purposes and will maintain or improve one or more of the roadless area 

characteristics as defined in § 294.11.  

(i) To improve threatened, endangered, proposed, or sensitive species habitat; or  

(ii) To maintain or restore the characteristics of ecosystem composition and structure, such 

as to reduce the risk of uncharacteristic wildfire effects, within the range of variability 

that would be expected to occur under natural disturbance regimes of the current 

climatic period;  

(2) The cutting, sale, or removal of timber is incidental to the implementation of a 

management activity not otherwise prohibited by this subpart;  

(3) The cutting, sale, or removal of timber is needed and appropriate for personal or 

administrative use, as provided for in 36 CFR part 223; or  

(4) Roadless characteristics have been substantially altered in a portion of an inventoried 

roadless area due to the construction of a classified road and subsequent timber harvest. 

Both the road construction and subsequent timber harvest must have occurred after the 

area was designated an inventoried roadless area and prior to January 12, 2001. Timber 

may be cut, sold, or removed only in the substantially altered portion of the inventoried 

roadless area.67  

Exception (4) accounted for mapping errors and outdated inventory at the time the Forest Service 

published the 2001 Rule.   Exceptions (2) or (3) could be expected for such activities as 

enforcing valid existing rights or maintaining trails, neither of which would be considered a 

timber sale.68 Exception (b)(1) allows timber sales to go forward if they are generally limited to 

small diameter trees.  However, this (b)(1) exception notably appears to contradict maintaining 

roadless characteristics, as it allows the very activity that the Forest Service also states is likely 

to degrade roadless characteristics.  Nonetheless, in enumerating these exceptions, the Forest 

Service explicitly noted that the “cutting, sale, or removal of timber in these areas is expected to 

be infrequent.”69 

 

                                                 
66 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(a) 
67 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(b)(1)-(4)). 
68 See, e.g., 36 C.F.R. § 223.2. 
69 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(b)). 
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IV.B.2. Timber cutting, sale, or removal in the Idaho Roadless Rule for (1) Wild 

Land Recreation 

 

 Idaho roadless areas in the Wild Land Recreation, 1,479,700, comprise only 16 percent of 

Idaho’s 9,304,300 million acres of inventoried roadless areas.70  Similar to the National Roadless 

Rule, which generally prohibits logging, this provision also generally prohibits cutting trees in 

Wild Land Recreation roadless areas.71  Exceptions to this prohibition include cutting, sale, or 

removal for personal or administrative use or where incidental to some other permitted activity.  

These exceptions are comparable to the National Roadless Rule (b)(2) and (b)(3) exceptions 

above.  But while the National Roadless Rule’s personal or administrative use exception requires 

the use to be “needed and appropriate,” the Idaho Roadless Rule imposes no such restriction.72   

 

IV.B.3. Timber cutting, sale, or removal in the Idaho Roadless Rule for (2) 

Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance and (3) Primitive roadless areas 

 

Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance (48,600 acres) and Primitive (1,772,700) 

roadless areas together comprise approximately 19 percent of the inventoried roadless areas.73  

Similar to the general prohibition of the National Rule, the Idaho Rule generally prohibits cutting, 

selling, or removing timber from these areas with certain exceptions.74  While the language for 

logging exceptions in these roadless themes appear almost identical, there are several words 

omitted from the Idaho Roadless Rule that substantively broadens the possible exceptions for 

activities that may occur in Idaho roadless areas.     

  

 The Forest Service modified three phrases from the National Roadless Rule when 

creating exceptions for the Idaho Roadless Rule that allow for broader and more frequent timber 

harvest.  The National Roadless Rule and the Idaho Roadless Rule both explicitly permit timber 

harvest in roadless areas “to improve threatened, endangered, proposed, or sensitive species 

habitat,” or to “restore the characteristics of ecosystem composition.”75  The National Roadless 

Rule permits harvesting generally small diameter timber where needed to “improve...roadless 

area characteristics” for the (b)(1) exceptions.76  In contrast, the Idaho Roadless Rule directs 

logging under the exception to “[m]aximize the retention of large trees as appropriate for the 

forest type, to the extent the trees promote fire-resilient stands.”77  The Idaho Roadless Rule’s 

provision notably omits the size of timber the Forest Service generally expects to cut or remove 

for this category of roadless areas. 

 

The second noteworthy deviation is how frequently the Forest Service expected to apply 

                                                 
70 Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,479 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
71 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(a).   
72 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(b)(3)); compare 

with 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(a); see also, e.g., 36 C.F.R. § 223.2. 
73 Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,479 (Oct. 16, 2008).  
74 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(b) 
75 See 36 C.F.R. §294.24(b)(1)(i), (ii); compare with Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 

3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)(1)). 
76 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)(1)).  
77 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(b)(2)(iii). 
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the exceptions in this section.  At the beginning of the list of four exceptions that allow timber 

harvest in inventoried roadless areas, the National Roadless Rule states, “The cutting, sale, or 

removal of timber in these areas is expected to be infrequent.”78  While this term is vague 

because the National Roadless Rule does not define “infrequent,” the Idaho Roadless Rule 

avoids making this qualitative forecast for these two categories of Idaho roadless areas, which 

are the second and third most protective in the Idaho Roadless Rule hierarchy.     

 

 Thirdly, the Idaho Roadless Rule also omitted reference to wildfire effects from climate.  

The National Roadless Rule, which provided for infrequent cutting, sale, or removal of small 

diameter timber allowed such activities to reduce “the risk of uncharacteristic wildfire effects, 

within the range of variability that could be expected to occur under natural disturbance regimes 

of the current climatic period.”79 The National Roadless Rule explicitly requires the Forest 

Service to consider ecosystem wildfire effects within climatic changes, such as periods of 

warmer or cooler temperatures.80  The Idaho Roadless Rule eliminated any consideration of a 

climatic oscillations as well as global warming’s impact upon them by dropping the “within the 

range of variability” and “current climatic period” from the 2001 Roadless Rule.81  Instead, the 

Idaho Roadless Rule allows logging to avoid “uncharacteristic” fire effects or “to maintain or 

restore the characteristics of ecosystem composition, structure, and processes” for three of the 

five roadless classifications.82  Only the most protected theme—Wild Land Recreation—does not 

allow this justification for logging.  As we move further into a century where fire behavior might 

change due to global warming,83 the Forest Service need not acknowledge how global warming 

is impacting fire behavior when applying this logging exception to Idaho roadless areas.   

  

 Although the Idaho Rule requires regional forester approval to apply one of the 

enumerated exceptions, this does not appear to offer more protection.  Where National Roadless 

Rule allows the responsible official to apply exceptions,84 the Idaho Roadless Rule requires the 

exception to be “approved by the regional forester.”85  Theoretically, review by a regional 

official, and not a responsible official, is a higher level of review that might offer more 

protection. However, regional foresters have often routinely approved other exceptions outside 

of roadless areas.86 

                                                 
78 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(b)). 
79 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)(1)(ii)).   
80 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(b)(1)(ii)); see 

also USDA, Forest Service, Natural Climate Cycles webpage, available at 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/ccrc/climate-basics/climate-primer/natural-climate-cycles (last visited 2/15/19). 
81 See 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(b)(1)(2).    
82 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(b)(1)(ii), (iii) (Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance and Primitive 

roadless areas); § 294.24(c)(1)(iv), (v)(Backcountry/Restoration). 
83 Pechony, O. and Shindell, D.T. Driving forces of global wildfires over the past millennium and the 

forthcoming century, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 

www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1003669107 (Sept. 2010). 
84 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)).  
85 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(b)(2)(v).  
86 For example, regional foresters must approve a project proposal when regeneration-cut units will create 

an opening exceeded by regulation. See, e.g., 16 U.S.C. § 1604(g)(3)(F)(iv); 36 C.F.R. § 219.11(d)(4) 

(imposing a 40-acre limit on clearcutting and other regeneration that creates an even-age timber stand); 

Clearwater Forest Plan p. II-25. But, such regional approval appears ubiquitous.  See, e.g., USDA, Forest 



17 

 

IV.B.4. Timber cutting, sale, or removal in the Idaho Roadless Rule for (4) 

Backcountry/Restoration Theme 

 

 The Idaho Roadless Rule’s Backcountry/Restoration theme, the fourth of five categories, 

comprises the most of all Idaho roadless categories—5,312,900 acres, which is 57 percent of all 

Idaho inventoried roadless areas.87  Where the upper echelon of Idaho’s five roadless categories 

(Wild Land Recreation, Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance, and Primitive) began 

with a general prohibition and then enumerated exceptions, Even though the Forest Service 

claimed this theme to be comparable to the National Roadless Rule,88 Backcountry/Restoration 

does not even begin by proclaiming timber harvest is generally prohibited.  The subsection 

begins by listing when cutting, selling, and removing timber is permissible.89 

 

 The Backcountry/Restoration theme adopts the exceptions enumerated in the Idaho 

Rule’s Wild Land Recreation, Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance, and Primitive 

roadless areas.90  Additionally, however, the Backcountry/Restoration theme broadens logging 

allowances with a carte blanche exception to remove whatever the Forest Service considers to be 

hazardous fuels.  In addition to exceptions discussed above, logging in Backcountry/Restoration 

is permitted  

 

(i) To reduce hazardous fuel conditions within the community protection zone if...the 

project generally retains large trees as appropriate for the forest type and is consistent 

with land management plan components as provided for in § 294.28(d) 

and  

(ii) To reduce hazardous fuel conditions outside the community protection zone where 

there is significant risk that a wildland fire disturbance event could adversely affect an at-

risk community or municipal water supply system....91  

These provisions allow for discretionary logging virtually anywhere on nearly six million 

acres of wild national forests. Even with requiring the regional forester approval outside the 

442,000 acres of “community protection zones,”92 regional foresters routinely approve other 

                                                                                                                                                             
Service (Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest): Strychnine Pine DN-FONSI p. 16 (Apr. 2015); Lower 

Orogrande ROD p. 15 (Apr. 2015); French Larch DN-FONSI p. 6 (Oct. 2016); Barnyard South Sheep 

Project DN-FONSI pp. 15-16 (Jul. 2015); Little Slate ROD p. 6 (Feb. 2012); Dutch Oven Vegetation 

Management Project DN-FONSI p. 39 (May 2017).  
87 See Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,479 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
88 See USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho final 

EIS, Vol. 1 p. 4 (Aug. 2008).  
89 See 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(c)(1). 
90 See 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(c); compare with (a), (b).  Idaho’s Backcountry/Restoration Theme also 

removed the 2001 National Rule’s expectation to remove “generally small diameter timber,” to cut, sell, 

or remove timber in a manner “expected to be infrequent,” and omitting wildfire effects “expected... 

under natural disturbance regimes of the current climatic period.”  See Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 

66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(b)); compare with 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(c).    
91 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(c)(1)(i), (ii). 
92 See 36 C.F.R. § 294.21 (“Community protection zone”); Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 
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unrelated exceptions.93  Additionally, in past 15 years on the Nez Perce and Clearwater National 

Forests, the Forest Service has not uncommonly cited “reducing fuels” as a goal for projects that 

also happen to produce timber for sale.94 This has occurred in spite of the fact the forest types in 

the Northern Rockies burn based upon climatic rather than fuel factors, burning at levels of 

mixed-severity with infrequence.95  The above descriptions do not fit the vast majority of Idaho’s 

forests, especially where recent science has suggested that fire and forest structure is more 

variable than previously thought,96 and that unlogged and unmanaged areas—roadless areas—are 

at less risk of severe wildfires than areas with a logging history.97  

 

IV.B.5. Timber cutting, sale, or removal in the Idaho Roadless Rule for (5) 

General Forest, Rangeland, and Grassland roadless areas 

 

 The Idaho Roadless Rule’s General Forest, Rangeland, and Grassland theme, the fifth of 

five categories, comprises the 405,900 acres of Idaho roadless areas—approximately four 

percent of Idaho’s roadless base.98  The provision governing timber harvest in General Forest, 

Rangeland, and Grassland roadless areas is short because there are no prohibitions from logging, 

thus no exceptions to create.  Roadless areas under this theme receives no protection under the 

Idaho Roadless Rule.  Instead, the fate of roadless areas are tied to the forest plans, i.e., logging 

is allowed in these roadless areas if the forest plan allows it.99   

 

IV.C. Other differences between the rules: the ability to increase roadless protection 

or update the roadless inventory 

 

Besides the Idaho Roadless Rule’s hierarchy and numerous exceptions to logging, there 

are two additional features that differentiate the Idaho Roadless Rule from its national 

counterpart.  The first difference is how each rule interacts with the governing forest plan.  The 

second is the procedural ease with which the Forest Service may update a national forest’s 

                                                                                                                                                             
61,460 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
93 See Section IV.B.3, footnote 86. 
94 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Dutch Oven Vegetation Management Project DN-FONSI pp. 8-9, 13 

(May 2017); USDA, Forest Service, North Side Powell Project DN-FONSI p. 1, 3 (Sept. 2017); USDA, 

Forest Service, Iron Mountain Vegetation Restoration Updated EA p. 1-1, 2-3 to 2-6 (May 2013)(Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Little Slate ROD pp. 3-4, 15 (Feb. 2012)(Nez 

Perce National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Blacktail Hazardous Fuels Project DN-FONSI pp. 1, 3 

(Feb. 2008)(Nez Perce National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Red Pines FEIS p. I-v (Jun. 2005) and 

ROD p. 4 (Nov. 2006) (Nez Perce National Forest).  
95 Odion et al. Examining Historical and Current Mixed-Severity Fire Regimes in Ponderosa Pine and 

Mixed-conifer Forests of Western North America. PLOS|One, Vol. 9(2), e87852, pp. 9-12 (Feb. 2014).   
96 See Odion et al. Examining Historical and Current Mixed-Severity Fire Regimes in Ponderosa Pine 

and Mixed-conifer Forests of Western North America. PLOS|One, Vol. 9(2), e87852, pp. 1-14. (Feb. 

2014). 
97 See Bradley, C.M., Hanson, C.T., DellaSala, D.A. Does increased forest protection correspond to 

higher fire severity in frequent-fire forests of the western United States?, Ecosphere, Vol. 7(10), pp. 1-13 

(Oct. 2016); Odion et al. Patterns of Fire Severity and Forest Conditions in the Western Klamath 

Mountains, California.  Conservation Biology, Vol 18(4) pp. 927-936 (Aug. 2004). 
98 Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,479 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
99 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(d). 
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roadless inventory to reflect areas with actual, on-the-ground roadless characteristics. 

 

The National Roadless Rule imposes minimum protections by which all forest plans must 

comply but can further enhance, while Idaho Roadless Rule trumps all forest plans, prohibiting a 

forest plan from enhancing roadless protection beyond the exceptions in the operative theme.  A 

managing document called a “forest plan” outlines how the Forest Service will manage that 

forest over the upcoming decade.100  The National Roadless Rule contains a provision that 

prohibits forest plans to allow activities in specific roadless areas if the rule prohibits that 

activity,101 leaving the option for “[a]ny future limitations...to protect roadless 

characteristics...[to] be decided upon at the local level through forest...planning efforts, with 

public participation.”102 This provision makes the National Roadless Rule a floor of minimum 

protection by which all forest plans must comply, but the rule does not prohibit individual forests 

from developing plans that can add restrictions and protect roadless areas at a higher level. The 

Idaho Roadless Rule strips away optional enhanced protection.     

 

The Idaho Roadless Rule trumps any inconsistent forest-plan provision with respect to 

Idaho’s roadless inventory, which creates a ceiling if the inconsistent forest-plan provision had 

provided more protection to a roadless area than the IRR does.103  The IRR states, “The 

prohibitions and permissions set forth in the subpart are not subject to reconsideration, revision, 

or rescission in subsequent project decisions or land and resource management plan amendments 

or revisions….”104 These two provisions work together to prevent normal planning processes, 

such as a forest plan revision, from considering stronger protections for roadless areas than exist 

under the IRR.  Unlike the National Roadless Rule that allows public comment in plan revisions 

to increase protection, the Idaho Roadless Rule stripped away that allowance, forbidding 

increased protection for roadless areas. The Meadow Creek Roadless Area in the Nez Perce 

National Forest is an example where the Idaho Roadless Rule eliminated higher protection in the 

forest plan and prevents any change to the new, reduced protection, absent new rulemaking.   

 

The West Meadow Creek roadless area (see Picture 1 below) provides an example of the 

Idaho Roadless Rule lessening the protection afforded by the governing forest plan. 105  Meadow 

Creek, comprised of East and West Meadow Creek roadless subareas, is over 200,000 acres.106  

This entire area adjoins the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness to the north and east, and is separated 

from the Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness on the south by the Magruder 

                                                 
10016 U.S.C. § 1604(a), (b), (f)(5) (National Forest Management Act). 
101 See Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.14(e)). 
102 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 p. 3-42 (Nov. 2000). 
103 See 36 C.F.R. § 294.28(d). 
104 36 C.F.R § 294.28(e) (emphasis added). 
105 The Nez Perce Forest Plan describes the Meadow Creek roadless area, which encompasses almost all 

of the Meadow Creek drainage and subdivides the Meadow Creek roadless areas into two sub-areas, 

Meadow Creek East and Meadow Creek West.  See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final 

EIS, Appx. C, pp. C-75 to C-100 (1987).  The Idaho Roadless Rule refers to these subareas as East 

Meadow Creek roadless area and West Meadow Creek roadless area.  See Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. 

Reg. 61,456, 61,495 (Oct. 16, 2008).  We refer to them as East Meadow Creek roadless area and West 

Meadow Creek roadless area.    
106 USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-75 (1987). 
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Corridor.107 With elevations ranging from 1,800 feet – 8,200 feet, this spectacular landscape is 

drained by waterways that feed into the Wild & Scenic Selway and Salmon Rivers, as well as the 

South Fork Clearwater River.108 “As a whole, this area contains nearly all features of the two 

adjacent wildernesses except low-elevation river break country...[A] full range of aspects, 

elevations, and vegetative types is represented; and opportunities for solitude and primitive 

recreation are outstanding.”109   

 

The geology of Meadow Creek is unique. The headwaters of Meadow Creek proper were 

never glaciated. Thus, the meadows in the upper stream system were not scoured by glaciers110 

as were most high elevation mountain meadows. The Meadow Creek Roadless Area has more 

miles of significant fishery than any other roadless area on the Nez Perce portion of the Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forests.111 Due to intact habitat and incredibly high water quality, 

healthy populations of westslope cutthroat, steelhead, rainbow trout, and bull trout exist 

throughout the drainage.112 Summer Chinook journey from the ocean to the clean and cold 

tributaries of the roadless area.113 Despite these facts, fishing pressure is small.114 

 

                                                 
107 See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, pp. C-75, C-89 (1987).  This 

includes acreage managed by the Bureau of Land Management. 
108 See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, pp. C-75, C-89 (1987). 
109 USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-75 (1987). 
110 See USDA, Forest Plan, Nez Perce National Forest Meadow Creek Planning Unit Brochure p. 35 

(1977). 
111 USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-92 (1987). 
112 USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-80, C-92 (1987). 
113 See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-80 (1987).  
114 See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-80, C-92 (1987). 
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Picture 1. West Meadow Creek roadless area (courtesy of Ron Marquart). 

 

The Idaho Roadless Rule lessened the protection for the approximate 100,000-acre West 

Meadow Creek roadless area.  The governing Nez Perce Forest Plan stated that the West 

Meadow Creek roadless area was suitable for timber harvest, but the plan prohibited logging in 

this roadless area during the life of this forest plan.115  When the 2001 National Roadless Rule 

was in place, it allowed forest plans to augment protection over the National Rule’s minimum 

requirements, so the 2001 Roadless Rule had no adverse impact to the forest plan’s protection of 

the West Meadow Creek roadless area.  The Idaho Roadless Rule, however, eliminated this 

protection.  The Idaho Rule categorized the West Meadow Creek roadless area as 

Backcountry/Restoration.116  The Backcountry/Restoration theme, as discussed above, does not 

begin with a prohibition on timber harvest, but rather conditions timber harvest upon provisions 

broader than the 2001 Roadless Rule.  And, because the Idaho Roadless Rule’s permissions also 

supersede any governing forest plans, not only is timber harvest allowed over what current forest 

plan had prohibited, timber harvest will always be allowed in the West Meadow Creek roadless 

area over any forest plan provisions, and there is nothing short of a new rule, a rule amendment, 

or an act of Congress that can remedy this lack of protection.     

 

The final substantive difference between the two rules is how much easier the National 

Roadless Rule allows for the Forest Service to update its roadless inventory to reflect areas with 

roadless characteristics than does the Idaho Roadless Rule.  When revising a forest plan, the 

                                                 
115 See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Forest Plan pp. II-4, VI-23 (1987). 
116 Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,495 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
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Forest Service may evaluate the forest’s roadless areas, considers whether to recommend any 

areas to Congress to designate as Wilderness under the Wilderness Act, and may simultaneously 

update the forest’s roadless inventory, as no law or regulation restricts that.117  Because the 

Forest Service can update the roadless inventory in the forest plan revision process, the official 

approving roadless updates is the responsible official for that forest, which is the forest 

supervisor.118  Under this process, the Forest Service adjusts boundaries and adds or drops 

roadless areas commensurate with roadless characteristics and the approval of that forest’s 

supervisor.  In Idaho, however, the Idaho Roadless Rule has reassigned the responsibility for 

updating all of Idaho’s nine-million-acre roadless inventory on its twelve national forests to the 

top Forest Service official.119  Under 36 C.F.R. § 294.27(b), only the Chief of the Forest Service 

may add or remove roadless areas, and only the chief may reassign a roadless area to a different 

theme of the five management themes.  Additionally, Idaho roadless inventory can only be 

modified roadless-area-by-roadless-area, and the rule is unclear as to how to commence the 

process to modify an Idaho roadless area.120  There are approximately 281 individual, 

inventoried roadless areas in Idaho’s national forests that the Chief would have to separately 

review each area to comprehensively update of Idaho’s roadless inventory.121 Because this 

process is more onerous than allowing a forest supervisor to approve such a change in the forest 

plan revision, portions of roadless areas that no longer have roadless characteristics are more 

likely to stay roadless in name only.122  

 

Comparing the structure and language of the Idaho Roadless Rule to the National 

Roadless Rule reveals weaker express protection for the majority of Idaho roadless areas.  While 

the Idaho Roadless Rule eliminated some exceptions for potentially roadless-degrading tree 

cutting that the National Roadless Rule permitted, the Idaho Roadless Rule did so for a minority 

of roadless areas in Idaho, allowing more harvest activities in the majority of Idaho’s roadless 

areas.  Although the Idaho Roadless Rule’s FEIS compared the National Roadless Rule to 

Idaho’s own “Backcountry/Restoration” roadless theme, Backcountry/Restoration expressly 

broadens what roadless-degrading activities may be allowed to proceed.  While the National 

Roadless Rule allow individual forests to broaden protections for specific roadless areas, the 

Idaho Roadless Rule stripped away this option.  And finally, updating the roadless inventory is 

much more difficult in Idaho, suggesting that updates will be infrequent and the recorded 

roadless inventory will be outdated when compared to the conditions on the ground.   

 

Regardless of which roadless rule or which roadless theme applies to a roadless area, 

however, there has been logging in all roadless areas in the past decade.  

                                                 
117 See 16 U.S.C. §§ 1604(f), (g); 36 CFR §219.6(b)(15); 219.7(c)(2)(v); Roadless Area Conservation 

Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,244 (Jan. 12, 2001).   
118 See 36 C.F.R. §§ 219.2(b)(3). 
119 See Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,492 to 61,496 (Oct. 16, 2008).  Some individually 

listed forests have been administratively combined.  See, e.g., Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest 

homepage, available at https://www.fs.usda.gov/nezperceclearwater/ (last visited 2/18/19); Salmon-

Challis National Forest homepage, available at https://www.fs.usda.gov/scnf/ (last visited 2/18/19).    
120 See 36 C.F.R. § 294.27(b). 
121 See Idaho Roadless Rule, 73 Fed. Reg. 61,456, 61,492 to 61,496 (Oct. 16, 2008). 
122 See Pictures 4, 5, 6, and 7 below, which are all pictures of the logged West Fork Crooked River 

roadless area after shelterwood logging.  
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 V. In the past decade, there has been a quantitative uptick of logging in Idaho roadless 

areas and considerable logging in Montana roadless areas under both roadless rules 

 

 As discussed below, for the Idaho national forest we reviewed, we found an uptick of 

logging in Idaho roadless areas since the advent of the 2008 Idaho Roadless Rule in addition to a 

qualitative shift in the discourse of logging’s impacts to roadless characteristics.  We also found 

a considerable amount of logging that has occurred in Montana roadless areas in the past decade 

under the National Roadless Rule.   

 

V.A. Roadless logging stopped entirely in two Idaho national forests with the advent 

of the National Roadless Rule and began again in those national forests after the 

Forest Service implemented the Idaho Roadless Rule 

   

 The tables in Appendix A illustrate two major shifts on roadless activities in the Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forests between 1989 and 2016: the first is the cessation of logging 

and roadbuilding in IRAs when the 2001 Roadless Rule went into effect, and the second is the 

recommencement of logging and roadbuilding in roadless areas when the 2008 Idaho Roadless 

Rule went into effect.  In the decade before the Forest Service issued the 2001 Roadless Rule 

(1989-2000), the Forest Service in the Nez Perce-Clearwater had analyzed approximately nine 

projects that proposed various amounts of logging, roadbuilding, or a combination of both in 

inventoried roadless areas.123  Of these projects, five projects moved forward in some capacity 

within the inventoried roadless areas.124  Even though NEPA analyses had already been done for 

all the projects in Table 1, because projects often take several years to sell and complete, the 

2001 Roadless Rule and actions leading up to the rule altered three of the previously approved 

projects, lessening the logging and roadbuilding originally approved for the roadless areas.  In 

1998 the Forest Service issued direction to suspend road construction within certain unroaded 

areas, which meant that the Middle Fork Timber Sale went forward with helicopter logging and 

no roadbuilding.125  The 2001 Roadless Rule and its general prohibition on logging and 

                                                 
123 See Appendix A; see also USDA, Forest Service, Wing Creek-Twentymile Timber Sales Final EIS and 

ROD (Jul. 1989); USDA, Forest Service, Mallard Timber Sale Final EIS (Dec. 1990)(Nez Perce National 

Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Cove Timber Sale Final EIS and ROD (Dec. 1990)(Nez Perce National 

Forest); USDA Fuzzy Bighorn EA (Dec. 1995)(Clearwater National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Goat 

Roost Road Proposal Draft EA (Jul. 1994)(Clearwater National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, White 

Sand Ecosystem Management Final EIS (Apr. 1996)(Clearwater National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, 

Fish Bate Salvage Final EIS pp. 47-48, 217 (Jan. 1996)(Clearwater National Forest); USDA, Forest 

Service, Middle Fork Final EIS (Oct. 1997) (Nez Perce National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, JJ (Jerry 

Johnson) Ecosystem Restoration Project draft EIS p. IV-71 (Sept. 2000)(Clearwater National Forest).  
124 Wing Creek-Twentymile Timber Sales (1989), Mallard Timber Sale (1990), Cove Timber Sale (1990), 

Goat Roost Road Proposal (1994/1995), USDA, Forest Service, Middle Fork ROD (Oct. 1997) (Nez 

Perce National Forest); see Appendix A. 
125 Forest Service, Consideration of the Temporary Suspension of Road Construction in unroaded areas 

of the Middle Fork Timber Sale File Code 1950-3 (February 17, 1998), on file with authors.  Although the 

Forest Service dropped the roadbuilding so only helicopter logging went forward, the Forest Service also 

dropped this roadless area in the subsequent inventory for “development.”  USDA, Forest Service, 

Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho final EIS, Appendices A-2, -7, -9; H 

p. H-4 (Aug. 2008). 
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roadbuilding stopped full implementation of the Cove and Mallard Timber Sales because the 

projects involved several smaller timber sales, and the Forest Service had not sold some of these 

smaller units by the 2001 Roadless Rule.126  In summary, from 1989 to 2000, the Forest Service 

approved projects that resulted in logging approximately 6,246 acres of inventoried roadless 

areas in the Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests.127     

 

 When the 2001 Roadless Rule governed Idaho’s Nez Perce and Clearwater National 

Forests (2001-2008), the authors could not identify an instance where the Forest Service 

authorized logging or roadbuilding in the forests’ roadless areas.  Although we identified NEPA 

analyses that proposed logging in roadless areas as an alternative, the Forest Service never chose 

that alternative.  For example, the Forest Service published the final environmental impact 

statement authorizing logging that would impact up to 3,250 acres in the North Lochsa Slope 

Roadless Area in 1999, before the Forest Service published the 2001 Roadless Rule.128  But, in 

an amended decision for this project in 2002, the project’s deciding official acknowledged that 

the Chief of the Forest Service had reserved decision authority for timber harvest in roadless 

areas explicitly because of ongoing litigation with the roadless rule.129  The deciding official 

avoided submitting to that authority by dropping the roadless logging proposed.130  Although 

subsequent timber harvest proposals during these years all contained an alternative that logged in 

roadless areas, the agency’s deciding official never chose that alternative.131  The Roadless Rule 

litigation ended with the Wyoming v. U.S. Department of Agriculture,132 which encompassed the 

2001-2008 window that the RACR governed the Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests.  

Unresolved litigation might have primarily influenced decisions by the Nez Perce and Clearwater 

forest supervisors to avoid logging in roadless areas.  However, other than the one record of 

decision discussed above, the deciding officials did not list ongoing litigation as a reason for 

avoiding roadless logging.  This omission suggests that the deciding officials relied on the 

analysis presented in environmental documents or project appeals of those decisions, which 

recognized environmental impacts of roadless-area logging and the National Rule’s prohibitions.   

 

 Roadless logging increased on the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest with the advent 

of the Idaho Roadless Rule.   Although the Forest Service has not proposed individual projects 

that involve logging acreage on par with some projects from the 1990s, logged roadless acreage 

                                                 
126 Barker, E. “Chainsaws fall silent in Cove-Mallard” (Jan. 17, 2000) available at 

https://www.hcn.org/issues/170/5496 (last visited 2/12/19).  
127 See Appendix A, Table 1. 
128 See USDA, Forest Service, North Lochsa Face ROD p.6, 14 (Jun. 1999) (Clearwater National Forest); 

see also Appendix A. 
129 USDA, Forest Service, North Lochsa Face Second ROD, p. 33-36 (Nov. 2002); see also Appendix A. 
130 USDA, Forest Service, North Lochsa Face Second ROD, p. 35-36 (Nov. 2002).   
131 The Middle-Black project proposed an alternative that harvested 6,530 acres in Mallard-Larkins, 

Siwash, and Pot Mountain Roadless areas, but did not select that select that alternative.  See USDA, 

Forest Service, Middle-Black Final EIS, p. 219 (Dec. 2002) (Clearwater National Forest); USDA, Forest 

Service, ARO Letter-Middle-Black Ecosystem Management Project ROD-Clearwater NF-Appeal #03-01-

00-0023-Friends of the Clearwater et al., File Code 1570-1 (Apr. 9, 2003) (selecting alternative 4; The 

Forest Service also selected a no-roadless-logging alternative in Clean Slate.  USDA, Forest Service, 

Forest Service’s ARO Letter—Clean Slate Ecosystem Management Project ROD-Nez Perce NF-Appeal 

#04-01-00-0037-Friends of the Clearwater, et al., p. 7 (Sept. 3, 2004), on file with authors. 
132 Wyoming v. U.S. Dep’t of Agriculture, 661 F.3d 1209 (10th Cir. 2011).  
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from 2010 to 2017 amounted to 1,139 acres of roadless areas on just these two forests.  The 

statewide increase in roadless-area logging under the Idaho Roadless Rule is also remarkable.  

The Forest Service began issuing final NEPA documents under the purview of the Idaho 

Roadless Rule in 2010 or so.133  From 2010 until 2017, based on Region 1’s own preliminary 

spreadsheet on roadless logging provided to the authors, approximately 18,620 acres of Idaho 

roadless areas have been harvested.134  We found even more logging in the nation’s roadless 

areas in Montana over the past decade. 

 

V.B. Logging levels in Montana roadless areas have reached between 33,000 and 

40,000 acres in the past decade 

  

We found that, between 2010 and 2018, projects that involved cutting down trees in 

Montana’s inventoried roadless areas likely spanned between 33,000 and 40,000 acres.135  

Among exceptions to the prohibition on logging roadless in the 2001 Roadless Area Recreation 

Rule is section 294.13(b)(1): “The cutting, sale, or removal of generally small diameter timber is 

needed...(i) To improve threatened, endangered, proposed, or sensitive species habitat; or (ii) To 

maintain or restore the characteristics of ecosystem composition and structure, such as to reduce 

the risk of uncharacteristic wildfire effects, within the range of variability that would be expected 

to occur under natural disturbance regimes of the current climatic period....”136  The Forest 

Service applied subsection (b)(ii) for approximately 60 to 90 percent of roadless logging in 

Montana in the past decade.137  Most often in the remaining roadless-logging projects, the Forest 

                                                 
133 Appendix A; USDA, Forest Service, Projects in IRAs_2001_without graphs_2008 to present 

(disclosed 2017) (timber harvest in Idaho roadless areas), on file with authors.   
134 See Appendix A; Appendix A; USDA, Forest Service, Projects in IRAs_2001_without graphs_2008 to 

present (disclosed 2017) (timber harvest in Idaho roadless areas), on file with authors.  The Forest Service 

numbers are preliminary numbers only.  The Forest Service disclosed approximately 18,600 acres of 

logging in Idaho roadless areas, which are preliminary numbers, and broke that acreage down by project.  

We compared that acreage with the available NEPA documents approving the listed projects.  We could 

not find NEPA documents for all projects listed and could confirm approximately 10,000 acres.  However, 

we found other discrepancies that need to be resolved.  For example, the NEPA documents for the Upper 

North Fork project on the Salmon-Challis approved 2,200 acres less than the 4,211 acres of timber harvest 

that the Forest Service noted in numbers disclosed to us. See USDA, Forest Service, Upper North Fork 

HFRA Ecosystem Restoration Project Final EIS pp. 266, 268, 277.  And we found approximately 870 

acres of tree cutting in a roadside hazard project on the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests not 

disclosed in the Forest Service’s preliminary numbers.  See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce-Clearwater 

NF’s Roadside, Administrative and Recreation Site Maintenance Project p. 30-31 (Aug. 2016).  We have 

not resolved these discrepancies.        
135 USDA, Forest Service, MT Projects in IRAs_2001_without graphs_2008 to present (disclosed 2017) 

(timber harvest in Montana roadless areas), on file with authors.  The Forest Service’s numbers are 

preliminary numbers only. The Forest Service disclosed approximately 32,921 acres broken down by 

project.  We compared that acreage with the available NEPA documents approving the projects and 

confirmed that the Forest Service approved approximately 39,377 acres of logging in Montana roadless 

areas.  We have not been able to resolve some of the discrepancies between the numbers provided by 

Region 1 and the numbers that the Forest Service approved in individual project NEPA documents.   
136 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)(1)(i), (ii)).  
137 USDA, Forest Service, MT Projects in IRAs_2001_without graphs_2008 to present (disclosed 2017) 

(timber harvest in Montana roadless areas), on file with authors. The logging-project documents from this 

spreadsheet where we could confirm that the Forest Service approved roadless logging are the following: 
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Service applied subsection (b)(2): “The cutting, sale, or removal of timber is incidental to the 

implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by this subpart.”138 

 

VI.  The qualitative shift in the Forest Service’s environmental analysis on the impacts of 

logging in a roadless areas.   

 

The discourse of how logging impacts roadless areas and roadless characteristics has also 

shifted.  For Forest Service NEPA documents in Idaho before the National Roadless Rule, the 

Forest Service considered logging and roadbuilding in roadless areas a form of development with 

negative impacts on roadless characteristics.139  In the seven years while the National Roadless 

Rule governed Idaho national forests, the Forest Service’s position began to shift with assertions 

that logging would actually accentuate, rather than negatively impact, roadless characteristics.  

And after adoption of the Idaho Roadless Rule in 2008, the Forest Service has nearly abandoned 

the position that logging negatively impacts roadless characteristics.  

 

We found this same discourse for roadless projects in Montana national forests, 

suggesting that the Forest Service’s new analysis in Idaho is not unique.  The exceptions in the 

National Roadless Rule and the Idaho Roadless Rule that expressly allow for logging if it can 

“maintain or restore the characteristics of ecosystem composition, structure, and processes”140 

introduced a new presumption missing from previous Forest Service analysis prior to 2001: 

logging helps the natural integrity of roadless areas.  Reviewing Forest Service NEPA documents 

for roadless-logging impacts in Idaho and Montana, we identified a set of common themes have 

emerged around analyzing logging impacts roadless areas; we discuss these common themes in 

section B below.   

 

                                                                                                                                                             
USDA, Forest Service, Trapper Creek Vegetation Management Project EA and DN-FONSI (Dec. 2014) 

(Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest);  

USDA, Forest Service, Sweet Grass Restoration and Resiliency Project EA (Jan. 2015) and DN-FONSI 

(Apr. 2015) (Custer Gallatin National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Quartz Haugen Precommercial 

Thinning DM (May 2010)(Lolo National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Cedar-Thom Final EIS (Nov. 

2014) and ROD (Feb. 2015)(Lolo National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Antinomy Project EA (Aug. 

2011)and DN-FONSI (Jul. 2012)(Lolo National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Tenmile -South Helena 

final EIS, Vol. I & II (Aug. 2017) and ROD (Dec. 2018)(Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest); 

USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. I & II (Jul. 2016) and ROD, (Jan. 

2017)(Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Hogum Creek Big Game Habitat 

Enhancement Project DM, (Jul. 2011)(Helena National Forest). The difference in the percentage range 

results from the roadless acreage logged that the Forest Service disclosed with the acreage the authors 

could confirm with NEPA documents.  Using the Forest Service records, it applied subsection (b)(ii) for 

approximately 60 percent of the acreage logged (19,578 acres out of the 32,921 acres reported). Using the 

numbers that the NEPA documents suggests, the Forest Service applied subsection (b)(ii) to log 

approximately 90 percent of the acreage (35,132 out of 39,377 acres approved with NEPA decision 

documents).   
138 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§ 294.13(b)(2)); see also 

Appendix B to this report. 
139 See Appendix A. 
140 See 36 C.F.R. § 294.24(b)(1)(ii), (c)(4); see also Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 

3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)(1)(ii)). 
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VI.A. Changes in the quality of the analysis for proposals to log and build roads in 

Idaho inventoried roadless areas 

 

 In addition to increasing logging in Idaho inventoried roadless areas, the Forest Service 

has changed its conclusions about how logging impacts those areas. The conclusions have 

changed because the premises about the anticipated impact have changed.  This discourse shift 

emerges by reviewing decades-old environmental analysis and comparing it with the Forest 

Service’s present-day counterpart for analyzing how logging impacts roadless areas.  

 

In the 1990s, the Forest Service consistently considered timber harvest to negatively 

impact the natural integrity and natural appearance of Idaho’s Nez Perce and Clearwater 

National Forests’ roadless areas.  This conclusion was based on the effects of cutting down trees, 

and how the area would look post-project when compared to pre-project conditions and the 

surrounding uncut areas.  The Forest Service acknowledged that timber harvest, or “vegetation 

management,” modified “natural processes.”141  Shelterwood logging that would retain 33 

percent of the vegetation created “unnatural disturbances in the immediate area.”142 Logging, 

which generated features such as tree stumps, created “sign of human alteration.”143  Not only 

would timber harvest that eliminated 25 percent of the canopy “would lose natural integrity [and] 

would no longer appear natural,”144 but so would vegetation management that eliminated more 

than five percent of the existing canopy.145  Before 2001, when cutting down trees in a roadless 

area would create unnatural disturbances, minimally eliminate five percent of the existing 

canopy, and leave behind stumps, the Forest Service consistently concluded that there would be 

negative impacts to roadless characteristics: “The introduction of man’s activity (logging) 

throughout the project area, even though roads would not be constructed, would normally 

preclude its being considered undeveloped and suitable for wilderness.”146  In 1990s analyses, 

the Forest Service also consistently found that logging degraded roadless characteristics to the 

point where the area no longer had wilderness characteristics and the Forest Service could not 

recommend it to Congress for Wilderness designation.147   

 

The Forest Service’s position on logging impacts to roadless areas shifted with the advent 

of the National Roadless Rule.  The rule created several exceptions, including the following: 1) 

timber harvest could proceed in roadless “to improve threatened, endangered, proposed, or 

sensitive species habitat”; and 2) timber harvest could proceed in roadless “to maintain or restore 

                                                 
141 USDA, Forest Service, Wing Creek-Twentymile Timber Sales Final EIS and ROD, p. 97 (Jul. 1989). 
142 USDA, Forest Service, White Sand Ecosystem Management Final EIS, p. 4-50 (Apr. 1996) 

(Clearwater National Forest).   
143 USDA Fuzzy Bighorn EA, p. IV-16 (Dec. 1995) (Clearwater National Forest). 
144 USDA, Forest Service, Fish Bate Salvage Final EIS, pp. 122, 217 (Jan. 1996) (Clearwater National 

Forest). 
145 USDA, Forest Service, Middle Fork Final EIS, p. 3-93 (Oct. 1997) (Nez Perce National Forest). 
146 USDA, Forest Service, Fish Bate Salvage Final EIS, p. 217 (Jan. 1996) (Clearwater National Forest). 
147 The Forest Service similarly evaluated roadbuilding activities to damage the roadless characteristics in 

the decade leading up to 2001.  As a matter of a direct impact, road construction removes from roadless 

the area where a road is built and fragmented roadless areas.  See USDA, Forest Service, White Sand 

Ecosystem Management Final EIS, p. 4-53 (Apr. 1996) (Clearwater National Forest); USDA, Forest 

Service, Goat Roost Road Proposal Draft EA p. 35-36 (Jul. 1994) (Clearwater National Forest); USDA, 

Forest Service, Middle Fork Final EIS, p. 2-22 (Oct. 1997) (Nez Perce National Forest). 
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the characteristics of ecosystem composition and structure, such as to reduce the risk of 

uncharacteristic wildfire effects....”148  It is unclear if these exceptions were based on scientific 

studies and findings instead of theory, as the Forest Service cited to ideology, and not science, 

when discussing timber harvest for “stewardship purposes.”149 However, recent science 

challenges the assumption that old, unlogged forests are more prone to uncharacteristically 

severe wildfire, science that counterintuitively linked logged areas with subsequent severe 

fires.150 Nonetheless, a review of the Forest Service’s environmental analysis between 2001 and 

2008 starts to reveal a shift—while logging previously had consistently negatively impacted 

roadless areas, the same activities sometimes inexplicably became neutral activities or even had 

long-term beneficial forecasts.          

    

Between 2001 and 2008, when the National Roadless Rule governed Idaho’s Nez Perce 

and Clearwater National Forests, the Forest Service occasionally concluded in its environmental 

analyses that logging might benefit roadless characteristics.  For example, in one 1999 project 

the Forest Service had stated its selected alternative would have the “greatest direct and indirect 

effects upon the area’s roadless characteristics and wilderness features due to proposed timber 

harvest and burning activities.”151  When approaching the same project after the 2001 Roadless 

Rule, the Forest Service stated in the 2002 draft supplemental EIS, “Natural integrity would 

increase by removing insect and disease infected off-site ponderosa pine….”152  In the same 

document, the Forest Service predicted that vegetation composition and structure “would be 

improved” because it “[r]educes the potential for large, stand-replacing wildfire by removing 

dead and dying trees....”153   

 

While the Forest Service predicted that logging would increase the natural integrity of 

                                                 
148 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001).  
149 See USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 (Nov. 2000), pp. 3-19 

through 3-20 (discussing the ideologies of active management to maximize environmental health for “the 

most desirable conditions” versus passive management to allow nature to govern its own); p 1-8 

(Comment group: “They believe conservation requires active land management.  To this group, active 

management means roads for fuelwood thinning, insect and disease treatment, resource use, and 

development of recreation facilities.  This viewpoint stresses that failure to actively manage 

forests...could result in...increased insect infestations and uncharacteristically severe fire.”) (emphasis in 

original); p. 2-7 (“Timber harvest would be prohibited except for stewardship purposes.  Stewardship 

purpose timber harvest can only be used where it maintains or improves roadless characteristics....) 

(emphasis in original); p. 2-24 (“Stewardship-purpose timber harvest includes timber sales made 

primarily to help achieve desired ecological conditions or to attain some non-timber resource objective 

requiring manipulation of the existing vegetation (for example, reducing forest fuels by constructing a 

fuel break).    
150 Bradley, C.M., Hanson, C.T., DellaSala, D.A. Does increased forest protection correspond to higher 

fire severity in frequent-fire forests of the western United States?, Ecosphere, Vol. 7(10), Article e01492 

pp. 1-13 (Oct. 2016).  
151 USDA, Forest Service, North Lochsa Face Final EIS p. 141 (Jun. 1999) (Clearwater National Forest). 
152 USDA, Forest Service, North Lochsa Face Draft Supplemental EIS p. 3-312 (Jan. 2002) (Clearwater 

National Forest). 
153 USDA, Forest Service, North Lochsa Face Draft Supplemental EIS p. 3-313 (Jan. 2002) (Clearwater 

National Forest). Roadless logging was dropped from this project.  See USDA, Forest Service, North 

Lochsa Face Second ROD, p. 33-36 (Nov. 2002). 
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one roadless area, the next year the discourse of logging impacts in a different roadless area were 

mixed.  “Natural processes would be altered in and adjacent to timber harvest by harvesting 

trees—resulting in removal of biomass and the effects that would have on the ecosystem.  The 

design of timber harvest—removing a maximum of 50 percent tree cover—would result in 

effects similar to that resulting from mixed severity fire occurrence.”154 But, the Forest Service 

also said, “Area of timber harvest would no longer provide a reference landscape.”155 Yet, the 

Forest Service concluded here that there would be no long-term irreversible or irretrievable 

commitment of roadless character, even while contemporaneously acknowledging that “The 

harvested or burned trees would be irretrievably committed....”156  As the Forest Service had not 

yet selected an alternative that logged roadless, the public had no opportunity to challenge this 

new type of analysis until the Clean Slate Project in 2004.  In the appeal for Clean Slate, even 

though the chosen alternative did not propose logging in roadless, the appeal officer nonetheless 

addressed an objection that the Forest Service’s roadless analysis was flawed:  

 

The FEIS does state on page 278 that there are no expected irreversible or 

irretrievable commitments under any of the alternatives.  This is not true, since 

Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 all propose harvest activities within the Inventoried 

Roadless Area…Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 all propose harvest activities within the 

IRA and, therefore, were not selected…The [Final Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Statement] says that Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 would result in an 

irretrievable commitment within the three unroaded areas because of the loss of 

production and the use of natural resources through harvesting and burning.”157     

 

The flawed analysis —that logging would not irretrievably commit roadless resources to use 

through harvest—became the standard Forest Service analysis after the Idaho Roadless Rule.   

 

 Since the Idaho Roadless Rule, the Forest Service on the Nez Perce-Clearwater National 

Forest has regularly concluded that all logging proposed for inventoried roadless areas would 

have no direct, long-term adverse impacts to the portion of roadless area where the logging 

occurred.  Removing vegetation from a naturally dense forest with logging cuts, which so 

drastically impacted natural integrity and natural appearances in 1990s analyses, now would not 

develop or irretrievably commit any areas of roadless acreage, often without further explanation.  

In the first roadless-logging project approved under the Idaho Roadless Rule on the Nez Perce-

Clearwater National Forest, the Forest Service approved 480 acres of roadless logging, simply 

concluding that “roadless characteristics will not be negatively affected by the proposal and the 

ability of the area to be considered for wilderness will not be altered.”158  The Forest Service has 

found even stumps to no longer impair roadless areas: “While there may be some short duration 

effects to the inventoried roadless areas or the wilderness characteristics of the roadless 

areas...they are generally limited to the actual implementation activities (e.g.-hazard tree falling, 

                                                 
154 USDA, Forest Service, Middle-Black Final EIS, p. 221 (Dec. 2002) (Clearwater National Forest). 
155 USDA, Forest Service, Middle-Black Final EIS, p. 222 (Dec. 2002) (Clearwater National Forest). 
156 USDA, Forest Service, Middle-Black Final EIS, p. 226 (Dec. 2002) (Clearwater National Forest). 
157 USDA, Forest Service, Forest Service’s ARO Letter—Clean Slate Ecosystem Management Project 

ROD-Nez Perce NF-Appeal #04-01-00-0037-Friends of the Clearwater, et al., p. 7 (Sept. 3, 2004), on file 

with authors. 
158 USDA, Forest Service, Nut Basin Whitebark Pine Project DM (Jul. 2010) (Nez Perce National Forest). 
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machinery on roads, etc.) rather than the results of the activity (e.g.-stumps following timber 

cutting and removal).159   

 

Other reasoning that the Forest Service relies upon to explain why roadless logging will 

not adversely impact roadless areas include the following: 1) logging along a road in or adjacent 

to the IRA;160 or 2) twenty years after logging the area will have fifteen-foot trees.161  Omitting 

discussion of how removing biomass might impact the function of the ecosystem162 or what fire 

brings to the ecosystem that logging cannot replace,163 the Forest Service has concluded in 

several of these projects that logging will be beneficial for roadless characteristics.164  Below are 

a series of pictures of one roadless area before tree cutting (taken from the boundary), after 

constructing a road (taken from the newly cut road), and after tree cutting (an aerial photograph).  

In the environmental analysis for this project, the Forest Service determined that selling and 

removing trees in this roadless area did not have the potential to significantly impact roadless 

characteristics or whether the Forest Service could consider it for a Wilderness 

recommendation.165 

 

                                                 
159 USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce-Clearwater NF’s Roadside, Recreation Site and Administrative Site 

Maintenance Project p. 31 (Aug. 2016). 
160 See USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Roadside Hazard Tree DN-FONSI pp. 15-16 (Jun. 2013); 

USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce-Clearwater NF’s Roadside, Recreation Site and Administrative Site 

Maintenance Project p. 31 (Aug. 2016). 
161 USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, p.283 (Jan. 2016) (Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forests). 
162 See USDA, Forest Service, Middle-Black Final EIS, p. 221 (Dec. 2002) (Clearwater National Forest) 

(“Natural processes would be altered in and adjacent to timber harvest by harvesting trees—resulting in 

the removal of biomass and the effects that would have on the ecosystem.”) 
163 See DellaSala and Hanson. The Ecological Importance of Mixed-Severity Fires: Nature’s Phenix pp. 

23-101 (2015). 
164 See USDA, Forest Service, Nut Basin Whitebark Pine Project DM, p. 9 (Jul. 2010) (Nez Perce 

National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Nez Perce Roadside Hazard Tree Project EA p. 16 (May 2013) 

(“The project will have a beneficial effect to roadless manageability and primitive recreation 

opportunities as it will allow the ability to safely travel road systems within the roadless and unroaded 

areas.”)  
165 USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, p. 284 (Jan. 2016) (Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forests); see also USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection 

Project Final DN-FONSI, p. 14 (Jan. 2016). 
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Northeast West Fork Crooked River Inventoried Roadless Area October 2016.  Picture 2 (Left): 

Roadless boundary starts at tree line.  Picture 3 (Right): Roadless boundary begins after front 

line of trees, and the hill rising in the background is roadless. Pictures courtesy of Friends of the 

Clearwater. 

 

 
Northeast West Fork Crooked River Inventoried Roadless Area June 2017.  Picture 4 (Left): 

Newly finished temporary road switchback in roadless area (courtesy of Friends of the 

Clearwater).  Picture 5 (Right): Cuts to extend road in left picture further into roadless area 

(courtesy of Friends of the Clearwater). 
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Picture 6. West Fork Crooked River Inventoried Roadless Area October 2017. Roadless area 

begins just above houses (courtesy of Alpha 1 Photography). 

 

 
Picture 7. West Fork Crooked River Inventoried Roadless Area October 2017. Picture above: 

Detail close-up of the large open area depicted in previous picture (courtesy of Alpha 1 

Photography). 



33 

 

 

Picture 8. Jay Point roadside cut in Sneakfoot Meadows roadless area (on the left of road) and 

Lochsa Face roadless area (on right of road) from the Nez Perce-Clearwater NF’s Roadside, 

Recreation Site and Administrative Site Maintenance Project (courtesy of Friends of the Clearwater, 

2017), on file with authors. 
 

 Forest Service projects in Idaho roadless areas provide an informative window into 

understanding how the Forest Service treated and analyzed logging projects in roadless areas 

before the National Roadless Rule, while the National Roadless Rule governed roadless areas in 

Idaho, and after the Forest Service implemented the Idaho Roadless Rule.  This change in 

discourse demonstrates that the Forest Service in Idaho now considers logging to have neutral or 

beneficial impacts to roadless areas.  Interestingly, this same discourse has arisen in roadless 

areas outside of Idaho within the past decade as well.  Below we discuss similar trends taken 

from projects in roadless areas across Montana’s national forests and identify some common 

themes. 

 

VI.B. Common themes to Forest Service’s approach to analyzing the impact of 

logging in roadless areas in both Idaho and Montana. 

 

There are similarities between how the Forest Service in Idaho and the Forest Service in 

Montana analyzed the impacts of logging on roadless characteristics post 2010.  Regardless of 

which rule governs, below are several examples of the reasoning that the Forest Service employs 

in reach conclusions that logging will either have no impact on roadless characteristics or a 

beneficial one.  We discuss each of the following themes in turn: (1) Taking no action will 

adversely impact roadless characteristics; (2) Logging inflicts only temporary, short-term effects 

on roadless characteristics.  (3) Using two standards of measurement to forecast minimal or 

beneficial impacts for some roadless areas while concluding that other areas where those 

activities are complete have demonstrably impaired roadless characteristics; (4) a little more 

detriment is negligible if there is already evidence of prior human activities; and (5) a small 

acreage of intense logging on some of the roadless area will not impact the entire roadless area. 
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VI.B.1. Taking no action will hurt roadless characteristics: “Ecological processes 

are so impaired, they will lead to severe wildfires or outbreaks from insects and 

disease unless the Forest Service saves the area by logging it.”   

 

 The Forest Service now occasionally concludes that not logging in roadless areas will 

hurt roadless areas.  Under the analysis that NEPA requires of agencies, alternatives are the 

“heart” of a project’s environmental analysis.166   Alternatives present a side-by-side comparison 

of the proposal and alternatives, “thus sharply defining the issues and providing a clear basis for 

choice....”167  When the Forest Service proposes an action, whether it undertakes an 

environmental impact statement or an environmental assessment, the agency must consider a no-

action alternative.168  The discourse of no-action alternatives have flipped.   

 

In the 1990s and early 2000s in Idaho, the Forest Service presumed that no-action to 

roadless areas would have no environmental impact.  Without managing the area by removing 

trees and biomass, ecological processes would continue uninterrupted and without a human-

induced disturbance. No action meant no impact to natural integrity or ecosystem processes.169  

 

In past decade, however, the Forest Service across the region has waffled, sometimes 

asserting that ecological processes or structures need fixing, so any no-action alternative would 

impair roadless characteristics precisely for lack of human involvement.  There are still instances 

where the Forest Service presumes the no-action alternative will not impact roadless areas 

because there will be no activities in the roadless area.170  But, there are increasing instances 

where the Forest Service concludes this is not the case.  When the Forest Service does not 

directly state there would be greater tree mortality from inaction, the agency implies so with the 

converse statements: the proposed action would make an area more resilient to wildfire, insects, 

and disease; or without the proposed action, the area would be at greater risk to wildfire, insects, 

and disease.171  When concluding that no action causes fuels to accumulate, contributing to a 

                                                 
166 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. 
167 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. 
168 See 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(E); 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.14(d), 1508.9(b); Bob Marshall Alliance v. Hodel, 852 

F.2d 1223, 1228 (9th Cir. 1988). 
169 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Middle Fork Final EIS, p. 3-92 (Oct. 1997) (Nez Perce National 

Forest). (No-action alternative “would not allow timber harvest in the roadless area.  This alternative 

would allow the continuation of this area as designated roadless area, and potential consideration for 

wilderness designation.”); USDA, Forest Service, Wing Creek-Twentymile Timber Sales Final EIS and 

ROD, p. 97 (Jul. 1989); USDA, Forest Service, Cove Timber Sale Final EIS, p. 164 (Dec. 1990) (Nez 

Perce National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Fish Bate Salvage Final EIS, p.47 (Jan. 1996) (Clearwater 

National Forest). 
170 See USDA, Forest Service, Antinomy Project EA, p. 64 (Aug. 2011) (Lolo National Forest); USDA, 

Forest Service, Cedar-Thom Final EIS, p. 3-278 (Nov. 2014) (Lolo National Forest). 
171 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, pp. 262-63 (Jan. 

2016)(Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests)(referencing disease- and insect-infected trees in the Idaho 

roadless area); USDA, Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project Final EIS, p.122 (Aug. 

2018)(“Indirect effects of no action could lead to an increased probability of negative ecologic effects 

(such as increased burn severities) from a stand replacement fire in the short term (less than 10 years.”); 

see also USDA, Forest Service, South Fork Fish EA, p. 1 (May 2009)(Lolo National Forest)(“Fire 

exclusion has resulted in ecological conditions (vegetation characteristics, fuel composition, and fire 



35 

 

future severe fire, the Forest Service’s premise relies on several foundations.  The Forest Service 

has referenced the agency’s general practice of fire suppression over the past century.172  The 

agency has also reasoned that trees killed by other natural ecological processes, such as insect or 

disease outbreaks, will result in an accumulation of fuels, which will then lead to severe forest 

fires.173  And sometimes, the Forest Service describes that what it considers to be “heavy fuel 

loadings” to be simply a natural process. 174  What might be commonly inferred from the no-

action-alternative discussions is that the Forest Service considers any large-scale fire or outbreak 

from insects or disease to be an unnatural process.175 

 

Of course, there are obstacles to a simple narrative that a no-action alternative impairs 

ecological processes, and those obstacles are rooted in recent peer-reviewed science and logic.  

For example, tree death—regardless of the cause—is itself a process by which forests renew, and 

that all healthy forests have this process.176 Firstly, severe fire effects are not unusual in the 

Rockies; multiple lines of evidence suggest that fires in the northern Rockies (Idaho and 

Montana) were most often of mixed severity, with a combination of low-, moderate-, and high-

severity effects.177  Secondly, The Forest Service’s general practice of fire suppression has not 

                                                                                                                                                             
frequency, severity and pattern) that depart from the estimated natural range of variability...These 

conditions may predispose stands to insect and disease epidemics and stand-replacing fire events.”).  

USDA, Forest Service, Sweet Grass Restoration and Resiliency Project EA, p. 281 (Jan. 2015) (Custer 

Gallatin National Forest). (“Alternative 1 (no action) should have no direct or indirect effects from 

management activities to the existing level of roadless character within the project area. However, the 

benefits of the project, which was designed to restore and provide for resilient vegetative conditions in a 

post-fire and post-flood environment, would not be achieved...[T]he area would continue to slowly 

recover and without human without human intervention.”); USDA, Forest Service, Rennic Stark Project 

EA, p. 144 (Nov. 2012)(Lolo National Forest)(without action, less resiliency to wildfire); USDA, Forest 

Service, South Fork Fish EA, pp. 3-4 (May 2009)(Lolo National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Sparring 

Bull final EIS, pp. 233, 236 (Apr. 2012)(Kootenai National Forest). 
172 USDA, Forest Service, South Fork Fish EA, pp. 1, 3 (May 2009) (Lolo National Forest).  The agency 

cited to its general practice, and NEPA documents did not contain a specific discussion of whether the 

agency’s general practice specifically suppressed actual fires within or nearby roadless areas; see USDA, 

Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project Final EIS, pp. 121-22 (Aug. 2018). 
173 USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, pp. 262-63 (Jan. 2016) 

(Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests, Idaho); USDA, Forest Service, Tenmile-South Helena final EIS, 

Vol. II, p. 959 (Aug. 2017) (Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph 

Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. II, p. 834 (Jul. 2016) (Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest).      
174 See USDA, Forest Service, Sweet Grass Restoration and Resiliency Project EA, pp. 2,15, 114-15, 116 

(“Without treatment, fuel augmentation within forested areas would continue to follow their natural rates 

of succession, eventually leading to dense pockets of timber with heavy fuel loadings....”) (Jan. 2015) 

(Custer Gallatin National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Trapper Creek Vegetation Management Project 

EA, p. 111-12 (Dec. 2014) (Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest) (current conditions would be “shaped 

by ongoing activities and ecological processes,” causing a shift in vegetative composition that will then 

increase “the potential for more intense fires [] as the amount of biomass on these acres increase, as well 

as the development of ladder fuels.”). 
175 See USDA, Forest Service, Tenmile-South Helena final EIS, Vol. II, p. 959 (Aug. 2017) (Helena-

Lewis and Clark National Forest). 
176 See Franklin, J.F., Shugart, H.H., & Harmon, M.E., Tree Death as an Ecological Process, BioScience, 

Vol. 37, No. 8, pp. 550-556 (Sept. 1987). 
177 See Odion et al. Examining Historical and Current Mixed-Severity Fire Regimes in Ponderosa Pine 
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impacted every single acre of forest; without specific records that the Forest Service has 

suppressed a fire in or near a certain area, an equal explanation is that natural wildfire has simply 

not ignited in that area for a long time.178  Global warming will have a great influence on fire 

seasons going forward.179  Even with global warming, older, unlogged forests have not burned 

more severely than managed forests. 180  And forests in the western United States have not 

experienced more fires as a direct result of bark beetle activity.181  At an absolute minimum, 

these scientific studies undermines several premises underlying the Forest Service’s analyses, 

which should warrant investigation and discussion in project-level environmental analyses.   

 

VI.B.2. The trees will grow back: “Logging inflicts temporary, short-term effects 

where it once adversely impacted roadless characteristics for a long time.”   

 

When analyzing how logging impacts roadless areas, in tandem with asserting that 

logging would produce long-term benefits, the Forest Service has emphasized the temporary 

nature of negative logging impacts.  According to NEPA documents reviewed for Idaho’s Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forest and Montana’s national forests, we found this analysis to be 

common.  The Forest Service in Idaho concluded in one 2015 analysis that proposed 

regeneration logging would be a temporary impact, suggesting two decades for recovery and 

recovery to consist of fifteen-feet-tall trees that would provide “shade and visual screening.”182  

The Forest Service in Idaho increased the range of recovery time projected for another 

regeneration logging project in a different roadless area a couple years later: “Except for stumps, 

harvest areas would be increasingly less noticeable within 20-40 years as the stands mature....”183  

The Forest Service in Idaho did not go so far in either project to conclude that an area logged 

                                                                                                                                                             
and Mixed-conifer Forests of Western North America. PLOS|One, Vol. 9(2), e87852, pp. 1-14 at pp. 1-2, 

9. (Feb. 2014).   
178 See Odion et al. Examining Historical and Current Mixed-Severity Fire Regimes in Ponderosa Pine 

and Mixed-conifer Forests of Western North America. PLOS|One, Vol. 9(2), e87852, pp. 1-14. (Feb. 

2014).   
179 Whitlock, C. et al.  “Climate Change: Uncertainties, Shifting Baselines, and Fire Management,” in The 

ecological importance of mixed severity fires: Nature’s Phoenix pp. 265-289 (DellaSala and Hanson, eds. 

2015). 
180 See Bradley, C.M., Hanson, C.T., DellaSala, D.A. Does increased forest protection correspond to 

higher fire severity in frequent-fire forests of the western United States?, Ecosphere, Vol. 7(10), Article 

e01492,pp. 1-13  (Oct. 2016)(“On the contrary, using over three decades of fire severity data from 

relatively frequent-fire pine and mixed conifer forests throughout the western United States, we found 

support for the opposite conclusion—burn severity tended to be higher in areas with lower levels of 

protection status (more intense management), after accounting for topographic and climatic conditions in 

all three model runs.”).   
181 See Hart, S.J. et al. Area burned in the western United States is unaffected by recent mountain pine 

beetle outbreaks, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, Vol. 112, No. 14, pp. 4375-4380 

(May 2015) (recognizing that mountain pine beetles and fire activity and mountain pine beetles have each 

independently increased due to warmer temperatures, but mountain pine beetles have not caused the 

increase in fire activity). 
182 USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, p. 283 (Jan. 2016) (Nez 

Perce-Clearwater National Forests, Idaho). 
183 USDA, Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project Final EIS, p. 124 (Aug. 2018). 
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would be an area developed.184  Even if this style of analysis was limited to only one national 

forest in Idaho, this style of impacts analysis was pervasive for logging proposals across 

Montana roadless areas: 

 

• “The appearance of different age classes of vegetation will only be short-term, if noticed 

at all.”185  

• “The largest effect would be on the approximately 3,000 acres where the small rubber 

tracked equipment (skidsteer) would be used for the construction of burn piles.  Stumps, 

minor ground disturbance or vegetation crushing, and burn piles in these areas would be 

visible for 3-5 years following treatment.”186    

• “Evidence of development and use would be present in the short term in the form of burn 

piles, active harvest management, and brushing/limbing and skid trails for machinery 

access to units.”187   

 

The temporary-impact-because-trees-will-grow-back-soon conclusion was a fairly popular 

discussion in environmental analyses.188  But, science, the Forest Service, and time challenge this 

conclusion.   

 

 Science forecasts a far longer recovery time for a logged area to return to an old, 

unlogged tract of land.  For example, Douglas-firs require approximately 80 years just to reach 

maturity.189  However, these old, unlogged tracts of land are not just about tree age.  Rather, 

these forests have a complex, multistoried structure composed of all ages of trees—a “mosaic of 

both early and late successional stages.”190 Contrary to a simple narrative, old-growth forests are 

not forests where there have been no ecological disturbances for hundreds of years; rather, 

ecological disturbances have impacted the area in mosaic-like fashion for hundreds of years.  

Fires, depending upon severity, create “mixed forests of young, mature, and old-growth trees in 

various proportions (and thus various ecological characteristics).”191  Based on how long it takes 

                                                 
184 See USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, pp. 273-88 (Jan. 2016) 

(Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests, Idaho); USDA, Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project 

Final EIS, pp. 123-33 (Aug. 2018). 
185 USDA, Forest Service, Trapper Creek Vegetation Management Project EA, p. 113 (Dec. 2014) 

(Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest). 
186 USDA, Forest Service, Sweet Grass Restoration and Resiliency Project EA, p. 283 (Jan. 2015) (Custer 

Gallatin National Forest). 
187 USDA, Forest Service, Tenmile -South Helena final EIS, Vol. II, p. 970 (Aug. 2017) (Helena-Lewis 

and Clark National Forest). 
188 See USDA, Forest Service, Antinomy Project DN, p. 15 (Jul. 2012)(Lolo National Forest); USDA, 

Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. II, p. 820 (Jul. 2016)(Helena-Lewis and 

Clark National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Little Belt Mountains Hazard Tree Removal Project EA 

and FONSI pp. 52, 53 (Sept. 2014)(Lewis & Clark National Forest); p. 52, 53; USDA, Forest Service, 

Cutoff Project EA, p. 37 (Apr. 2010)(Lolo National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Sparring Bull final 

EIS, p. 236 (Apr. 2012)(Kootenai National Forest). 
189 USDA, Pacific Northwest Research Station.  New Findings About Old-Growth Forests.  Science 

Update, Iss. 4 (June 2003) pp. 4-5. 
190 Habeck, J.R., “Old-Growth Forests in the Northern Rocky Mountains.”  Natural Areas Journal, Vol. 

8(3) pp. 202-211, 204 (1988) 
191 USDA, Pacific Northwest Research Station.  New Findings About Old-Growth Forests.  Science 
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for nature to work upon forests to achieve these characteristics in the first instance, regaining 

these characteristics must also take a similar amount of time, so logging such a unique tract of 

land cannot logically be a temporary impact.   

   

 Various Forest Service documents challenge its assertion that logging has temporary 

impacts on roadless characteristics.  In one roadless logging project, the Forest Service 

concluded that logging impacts would be negative but temporary in its main NEPA document.192  

However, this conclusion was at odds with the Forest Service’s own expert wildlife report that 

predicted a century of recovery time for the same proposal.193   

    

 Finally, the fallacy of the short-term impacts from roadless logging gains focus with time 

and retrospective.  In 1997, when the Forest Service proposed and approved helicopter logging in 

the then- Middle Fork Face IRA, it noted that helicopter logging would have an “unclear” impact 

to the roadless area.194  When Idaho reviewed and updated its roadless inventory less than a 

decade later, the Forest Service dropped the Middle Fork Face IRA for “development.”195  And, 

when the Forest Service proposed another logging project in the same formerly roadless area, 

approximately 20 years after logging was authorized, the agency noted, among other reasons, 

that “previous harvest would make unimpaired preservation of the area impractical....”196  The 

agency provided a picture in its 2017 report of the formerly roadless area at issue with evidence 

of logging from approximately two decades ago. That picture, Picture 9 is below. 

 

                                                                                                                                                             
Update, Iss. 4 (June 2003) p. 5 
192 See USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, pp. 282-84 (Jan. 2016) 

(Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests, Idaho); USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community 

Protection Project Final DN-FONSI, p. 14 (Jan. 2016).  
193 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Wildlife Report Orogrande Community Protection Project 

file, 56-0005_150408_WildlifeReport.pdf (Apr. 2015), on file with authors, pp. 20, 35-36 (predicting 

replacement denning habitat for lynx to be “a long period of time to acquire multi-story structure, on the 

order of 100 years” and predicting at least 80 years for trees to achieve a suitable diameter to function as 

black-backed woodpecker nesting habitat).    
194 USDA, Forest Service, Middle Fork ROD, p. 10 (Oct. 1997) (Nez Perce National Forest). 
195 See USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho final 

EIS, Vol. 2, Appx. A pp. 2, 7, 9 (Aug. 2008). 
196 USDA, Forest Service, Johnson Bar Fire Salvage draft ROD p. 8 (Oct. 2015). 
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Picture 9. Former Middle Fork Face roadless area picture from a 2017 Forest Service report.  

Picture depicts impacts from helicopter logging that occurred circa 1999.197  

  

Of course, the Forest Service’s post-2008 NEPA analyses pointedly suggest that the type 

of logging might influence this retrospective.  Several Montana logging projects that have 

entered roadless areas in the past decade forecasted no impact to roadless because of the small 

diameter of the trees cut, and this is a general requirement to apply the “stewardship-purpose” 

timber-harvest exception under the 2001 Roadless Rule.198  However, while the 2001 Roadless 

Rule generally imposes a limit on small diameter trees, it does not impose a limit on regeneration 

cuts, such as clearcuts or shelterwood cuts; these types of cuts inflict the most drastic visual 

impact of all the types of logging.  And, if there is a type of logging that does not impact to 

roadless character, then one would expect the Forest Service to distinguish and consider the type 

of logging performed when conducting an inventory of roadless areas during forest plan 

revisions.  If taking generally small-diameter trees from roadless areas do not impact roadless 

acreage, one might expect the Forest Service to review the type of logging done when updating 

its roadless inventory.  But, as discussed in section VII, the Forest Service does not consider this 

when updating its roadless inventory.   

 

                                                 
197 USDA, Forest Service, Johnson Bar SEIS Unroaded Area Analysis Report, FileCode 1950 p.6 (Jun. 

2017), on file with authors. 
198 See Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)(1); 

USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Glossary p. 10 (Nov. 2000).; see also, e.g., 

USDA, Forest Service, Hogum Creek Big Game Habitat Enhancement Project DM, p. 3 (Jul. 2011) 

(Helena National Forest); USDA, Forest Service, Antinomy Project EA, pp. 64-65 (Aug. 2011) (Lolo 

National Forest). 
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VI.B.3. Using two standards of measurement: “Proposed projects will have 

minimal or beneficial impacts while the effects of identical activities in past 

projects have demonstrably impaired roadless areas.”     

 

One analysis trend we observed is that the Forest Service changes its conclusion on the 

impacts of logging once logging is complete.  While we noticed this inconsistent reasoning 

between project-specific predictions and subsequent roadless inventory updates, we occasionally 

noted this dual measurement system in the same project analysis or in two different project 

analyses happening contemporaneously.   

 

The EIS analysis for the Telegraph Vegetation Project on the Helena-Lewis and Clark 

National Forest in Montana illustrates this double standard.  When noting the degree of 

development apparent to most visitors and the roadless area’s departure from the undeveloped 

roadless characteristic, the Forest Service noted “firewood cutting” and “some past harvest and 

fuels activities” as examples why roadless area’s undeveloped characteristic was reduced.199  The 

Forest Service noted that past harvest and fuel activities in the Jericho Mountain roadless area 

that contributed to evidence of human activity included the following: burning of piled material, 

compacting and crushing fuels, rearrangement of fuels, sanitation cut, and clearcuts.200  These, 

the Forest Service has concluded when describing the existing condition, is part of what reduced 

the undeveloped quality: “The impact of human activity is present on much of the area.”201  Yet, 

when predicting impacts from the alternative eventually adopted, even clearcuts would not have 

a long-term impact on the roadless expanse, despite the alternative chosen would trammel the 

natural environment the most.202 Tree-stumps would be “temporary in nature,”203 and 

“[e]vidence of development and use would be present in the short term in the form of burn piles, 

active harvest management, and bushing/limbing and skid trails for machinery....”204 

      

The Forest Service in Idaho has held in one project that previous timber harvest had 

adversely impacted roadless characteristics while contemporaneously finding that similar 

activities proposed for a different project would not adversely impact roadless characteristics.  

The Forest Service released a draft record of decision for the Johnson Bar Project around the same 

time that the agency considered its final decision in the Orogrande Community Protection Project.205  

In the Johnson Bar draft ROD, Forest Service authorized a second logging project on the former 

                                                 
199 See USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. II, p. 828 (Jul. 2016) (Helena-

Lewis and Clark National Forest). 
200 USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. II, p. 832 (Jul. 2016) (Helena-

Lewis and Clark National Forest). 
201 USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. II, p. 828 (Jul. 2016) (Helena-

Lewis and Clark National Forest). 
202 See USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project ROD, p. 2 (Jan. 2017) (Helena-Lewis and 

Clark National Forest) (selecting alternative 4); USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final 

EIS, Vol. II, p. 842, 844 (Jul. 2016) (Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest). 
203 USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. II, pp. 836, 844 (Jul. 2016) 

(Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest). 
204 USDA, Forest Service, Telegraph Vegetation Project final EIS, Vol. II, p. 844 (Jul. 2016) (Helena-

Lewis and Clark National Forest). 
205 See USDA, Forest Service, Johnson Bar Fire Salvage draft ROD p. 8 (Oct. 2015); compare with 

USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final DN-FONSI, p. (Jan. 2016). 
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Middle Fork Face IRA, now an unroaded area.206  The Forest Service refused to analyze an 

alternative that would avoid logging the unroaded area, reasoning, in part, “previous harvest would 

make unimpaired preservation of the area impractical.”207  But in the Orogrande Project, the Forest 

Found that regeneration harvest with a temporary road would not make unimpaired preservation of 

the roadless area impractical.208    

 

 Using shifting standards means that the Forest Service can contradict itself for each 

proposed project with minimal accountability. Frequent analytic reversals mean that there is no 

one standard to which the public can refer when commenting on whether proposed logging 

activities will impact a roadless area.  This type of analysis also allows the Forest Service great 

flexibility to assert that logging in roadless areas will not have an impact, and allows the Forest 

Service to change its standards for every project so that previous projects have degraded the 

roadless characteristics, while present proposals will not.209  This also sets up the Forest Service 

to conclude that, because the roadless resource has been impaired by past projects, a little more 

activity that would normally degrade roadless characteristics would be minimally impactful.   

 

VI.B.4. The shifting baseline: “The roadless area is already not pristine from 

prior activities, so a little more degradation is negligible.” 

 

Not only are temporary impacts underestimated in terms of size, intensity, and recovery 

time,210 but while the impacts are still apparent, the Forest Service uses those existing impacts to 

justify why additional logging will not reduce roadless characteristics.  This little-detriment-on-

top-of-an-already-degraded-roadless-area analysis was by far the most common analysis that we 

noticed for proposed logging in roadless areas in Idaho or Montana.   

 

In Montana inventoried roadless areas, 

 

• “[P]roposed vegetation treatments would only result in minor short-term effects, the 

majority of those effects will occur within an area already influenced by 

development....”211  . 

 

• “Approximately 126 acres (3 percent) of the thinning would occur within the developed 

portion of two inventoried roadless areas (54 acres within the Marble Point IRA and 72 

acres within the Stark Mountain IRA), which have been substantially altered by past road 

                                                 
206 USDA, Forest Service, Johnson Bar Fire Salvage draft ROD p. 8 (Oct. 2015).  
207 USDA, Forest Service, Johnson Bar Fire Salvage draft ROD p. 8 (Oct. 2015).  The Forest Service 

reanalyzed the area with the same conclusion in 2017.  See USDA, Forest Service, Johnson Bar SEIS 

Unroaded Area Analysis Report, FileCode 1950 (Jun. 2017), on file with authors.  
208 See USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final EA, pp. 282-84 (Jan. 2016) 

(Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests, Idaho).  
209 See USDA, Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project Final EIS, p. 114 (Aug. 2018) (“This 

[roadless] analysis is specific to the Lolo Insect & Disease project and does not represent discussions 

made in resource analyses for other projects on the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests.”).  
210 See Sections VI.B.2, VII. 
211 USDA, Forest Service, Trapper Creek Vegetation Management Project EA, p. 114 (Dec. 2014) 

(Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest).   
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construction and timber harvest... Precommercial thinning small diameter trees within 

existing clearcuts is not predicted to affect the existing roadless characteristics of the 

IRAs because these areas are currently substantially altered.”212  

 

• “The activities will occur within a narrowly specified corridor (up to 150 feet of existing 

road edges), where existing roadless values are low.  Reasons contributing to this existing 

low roadless value include: Motorized use occurring in close proximity to these acres, 

previous timber harvest, and other development and use that currently degrades the 

roadless value.  The existing roadless value of the approximately 203 total acres within 

IRA proposed for hazard tree removal is thus considered low and...will not further 

degrade these values.213   

 

• The existence of the roads themselves may have a greater impact on the undeveloped 

character than the removal of adjacent hazard trees.214   

 

• Developed areas of IRA “currently do not meet criteria for placement on potential 

wilderness inventory...because they contain forest roads and past harvest, which are 

visually evident on the landscape.”215   

 

In the Sweet Grass Project on Montana’s Custer-Gallatin National Forest, the Forest 

Service specifically noted that “Restoration activities, specifically fuels reduction, could cause 

the irreversible or irretrievable commitment of resources in portions of the North Absaroka 

Roadless Area, #1-371, potentially affecting eligibility for inclusion into the wilderness system.  

Activities could also potentially affect unroaded areas.”216 In spite of this, the Forest Service 

ultimately found the logging activities to have no potentially significant impact, blaming past 

management activities: “[P]ast management activities such as timber harvest, vegetation 

management, and fire management have had strong impacts on the natural appearance of the 

area.”217   

 

The Forest Service in Idaho has used this reasoning as well:  

 

• “The limited area and scope of activities within the Eldorado Creek roadless area and 

unroaded expanse would have little effect to the natural qualities since the units occur off 

roads bordering the roadless area where firewood cutting and stumps are evident as well 

                                                 
212 USDA, Forest Service, Quartz Haugen Precommercial Thinning DM, pp. 2-3 (May 2010) (Lolo 

National Forest).  This was in addition at asserting that “[t]reatments would not preclude future 

designation or management as wilderness” in the same paragraph. 
213 USDA, Forest Service, Roadside Hazard Tree Removal #7 DM p. 8 (Jul. 2014) (Beaverhead- 

Deerlodge National Forest). 
214 USDA, Forest Service, Little Belt Mountains Hazard Tree Removal Project EA and FONSI p.52 (Sept. 

2014) (Lewis & Clark National Forest). 
215 USDA, Forest Service, Rennic Stark Project EA, p. 143 (Nov. 2012) (Lolo National Forest). 
216 USDA, Forest Service, Sweet Grass Restoration and Resiliency Project EA, p. 279 (Jan. 2015) (Custer 

Gallatin National Forest). 
217 USDA, Forest Service, Sweet Grass Restoration and Resiliency Project DN-FONSI, p. 33 (Apr. 2015) 

(Custer Gallatin National Forest). 
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as off-road vehicle use.”218  

 

A little more degradation is not negligible; it is cumulative.  More activities will augment and 

compound upon the impacts that already exist.  For example, perhaps only a road existed before 

a proposed timber harvest and the Forest Service said that a road already impaired roadless 

characteristics; after the timber harvest, though, a road and stumps will show evidence of human 

development.  Development upon development upon development will decrease roadless 

characteristics cut by cut by cut.  The Forest Service tends to minimize this accumulation in the 

cumulative effects analysis for the roadless inventory and impacts to potential wilderness areas.  

For example, in the Trapper Creek proposal on the Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest, in 

analyzing cumulative impacts to natural integrity of roadless characteristics, the Forest Service 

instead focused on the beneficial effect of manually setting back the natural ecological process of 

succession.219  And instead of considering how stumps would look in addition to the other 

activities that decreased the undeveloped quality of the roadless area, the Forest Service simply 

dismissed the additional impacts as “short-term.”220  The Forest Service did the same in the Little 

Belt Roadside Hazard project on the Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest.  The Forest 

Service acknowledged that roadless impacts from other commercial thinning and harvest in the 

roadless area should be considered; however, the Forest Service ignored the cumulative 

detrimental impact added upon places where existing roadless values were already considered 

low, simply dismissing the impacts as short term.221  The Forest Service dismissed logging in an 

Idaho roadless area as a short-term impact, despite citing to existing stumps and off-road vehicle 

use to argue that roadless characteristics were demonstrably diminished, and despite recognizing 

the additional stumps would remain on the landscape for several decades.222 

 

VI.B.5. Dilution is the solution to logging: “A little bit averaged over a large 

roadless area will make no difference.” 

 

 Another popular analysis that the Forest Service adopts in both Idaho and Montana is to 

dilute the conclusions of the direct and indirect impacts of logging in roadless by dividing the 

roadless acreage to be logged by the total roadless acreage and then using that small percentage 

to support its conclusion that logging in the roadless area will have negligible impacts to roadless 

and wilderness characteristics.   

                                                 
218 USDA, Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project Final EIS, p. 123 (Aug. 2018); see also Id. p. 

126. 
219 USDA, Forest Service, Trapper Creek Vegetation Management Project EA, pp. 134-35 (Dec. 2014) 

(Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest).  
220 USDA, Forest Service, Trapper Creek Vegetation Management Project EA, p. 135 (Dec. 2014) 

(Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest). 
221 USDA, Forest Service, Little Belt Mountains Hazard Tree Removal Project EA and FONSI pp. 54-55 

(Sept. 2014) (Lewis & Clark National Forest).  
222 USDA, Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project Final EIS, p. 129 (Aug. 2018) 

(“Implementation of this project would likely lead to the need to re-map the Eldorado Creek roadless area 

for future wilderness considerations in the short term, where [it]...excludes the 318 acres of harvest within 

the roadless area...After approximately 20-40 years and later, the advanced decomposition of the stumps 

coupled with regeneration would be substantially unrecognizable and harvested portions of the IRA could 

again qualify for potential wilderness...but this designation is unlikely given the relatively low qualities of 

wilderness attributes and manageability of the current area as stated in the Idaho Roadless FEIS (2008).”). 
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 In Idaho, the Forest Service found that 437 acres of regeneration harvest “would modify 

vegetation on approximately 437 acres (approximately 6%) of 3 units within the Eldorado Creek 

roadless expanse by regeneration harvest,” declaring the “remaining 6,544 acres of the Eldorado 

Creek roadless area including the unroaded expanse would be unaffected by the project.”223 In 

another Idaho roadless logging project, the Forest Service stated, “The vegetation management 

activities total approximately 280 acres in the IRA...As such, the vegetation management 

activities total approximately 2.4 percent of the roadless expanse and 3.0 percent of the 

[inventoried roadless area].”224 Where the Forest Service in Idaho stated these small sizes 

without stating a direct causation between size and significant impact, the Forest Service in 

Montana linked proportion with causation:  

 

• “[T]he magnitude of the area within IRAs where hazard trees are to be removed is less 

than one half of one percent in each of the IRAs.  As such, negligible effects to the 

roadless and wilderness attributes of these IRAs are predicted as a result of this 

decision.”225   

 

• “Overall effects to the whole of the Cabinet West IRA would be minimal...0.00089 

percent of the total IRA area.” 226 

 

The Forest Service is using the discussion on the indirect effects of logging a portion of a 

roadless area to replace the discussion of the direct effects of doing so.  When considering only 

the acreage logged, a direct and an indirect impact emerge that we have not seen the Forest 

Service recognize their analyses. 

 

The direct impact is when the Forest Service updates its roadless inventory and considers 

potential wilderness, there is no provision in the Forest Service handbook directing a visual 

average.   However, the manual does have directions for adjusting boundaries to exclude portions 

of roadless areas with denuded roadless characteristics.227  So, this analysis—minimal divided 

into the whole—is not the manner in which roadless acreage is evaluated for wilderness potential 

or how roadless boundaries are considered when the inventory is performed.  A direct impact 

needs to look at the acreage logged as its own area and ask the questions about impacts to 

roadless characteristics in that portion of the roadless area.  

 

 The indirect impact not considered is whether logged areas will fragment the roadless 

area or reduce it to a size where it could no longer be considered to designate as Wilderness.  In 

the 1964 Wilderness Act, where Congress defined wilderness as tracts of land that “has at least 

five thousand acres...or is of sufficient size as to make practical for its preservation and use in an 

unimpaired condition.....”228  The Forest Service uses this size requirement when considering 

                                                 
223 USDA, Forest Service, Lolo Insects and Disease Project Final EIS, p. 123 (Aug. 2018).   
224 USDA, Forest Service, Orogrande Community Protection Project Final DN-FONSI, p. 14 (Jan. 2016). 
225 USDA, Forest Service, Roadside Hazard Tree Removal #7 DM p. 8 (Jul. 2014) (Beaverhead- 

Deerlodge National Forest). 
226 USDA, Forest Service, Sparring Bull final EIS, p. 236 (Apr. 2012) (Kootenai National Forest). 
227 See Forest Service Handbook 1909.12, Chapter 70, Ch. 71.22b(10), 73(2) (2015). 
228 16 U.S.C. § 1131(c). 
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whether to recommend wilderness for Congress to designate.229  Although some roadless areas in 

Idaho and Montana are much larger than 5,000 acres,230 others are much smaller in size,231 and at 

least one national forest in Montana has dropped entire roadless areas over four thousand acres 

large not contiguous to other roadless or wilderness areas for being less than five thousand 

acres.232 Additionally, the Forest Service Handbook does not provide for dividing the acreage 

substantially altered and noticeable by the acreage not impacted; the manual instead directs the 

Forest Service to adjust the boundaries so as to exclude the acreage that does not meet the 

“improvements” criteria, which addresses impacts from mining to logging to roads.233  

 

VII. Forest plan revisions, updated roadless inventory, and wilderness recommendations 

  

The issues with the above analyses become even more prominent when reviewing forest-

plan revisions.  Our review revealed a pattern where the Forest Service dropped roadless areas 

from Wilderness consideration and the forest’s roadless inventory during forest-plan revisions 

because of evidence of timber harvest.  This conclusion is important because these losses 

ultimately reduce roadless acreage when the Forest Service updates each national forest’s plan. 

 

Roadless inventories are generally updated during forest-plan revisions.  The Forest 

Service should revise each national forest’s forest plan at least every fifteen years.234  When 

revising a forest plan, the Forest Service considers whether to recommend any to Congress to 

designate as wilderness under the Wilderness Act.235  This basic inventory is a surrogate to 

updating the forest’s roadless inventory even though the Forest Service is no longer required to 

update its roadless inventory under the 2012 planning regulations.236  For all national forests 

                                                 
229 Forest Service Handbook 1909.12, Chapter 70, section 71.21 (2015). 
230 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C (Jan. 

2009) p. C-7 (Anderson Mountain IRA is 31,099 acres); p. C-20 (Big Horn Mountain IRA is 53,494 

acres); USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho final 

EIS, Appx. C, Vol. 3 (Aug. 2008): p. C3-18 (Lochsa Face IRA is 76,000 acres); p. C3-38 (North Lochsa 

Slope is 117,700 acres); p. C3-44 (Pot Mountain IRA is 51,100 acres). 
231 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C (Jan. 

2009) p. C-14 (Bear Creek IRA is 7,277 acres); p. C-37 (Cowboy Heaven IRA is 6,916 acres); p. C-66 

(Fred Burr IRA is 5,586 acres); p. C-120 (O’Neil Creek is 6,757 acres); p. C- 123 (Potosi IRA is 5,296); p. 

C-161 (Timber Butte IRA is 5,278 acres); USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National 

Forest System Lands in Idaho final EIS, Appx. C, Vol. 3 (Aug. 2008): p. C3-9 (Eldorado Creek IRA is 

6,800 acres); p. C3-48 (Rawhide IRA is 6,000 acres); p. C3-74 (Blacktail Mountain IRA is 5,000 acres).   
232 USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C (Jan. 2009) pp. 

C-2 to C-3 (Removing 4,466-acre Beaver Lake Roadless Area and 4,420-Dixon Mountain Roadless Area, 

in port for not meeting the minimum size criteria). 
233 See Forest Service Handbook 1909.12, Chapter 70, §§ 71.22a, 71.22b (2015). 
234 16 U.S.C. § 1604(f)(5). 
235 See 16 U.S.C. § 1604(f), (g); 36 CFR §219.6(b)(15); 219.7(c)(2)(v). 
236 The Forest Service’s new planning regulations, in contrast with the 1982 regulations, do not require 

the Forest Service to update the roadless inventory when reviewing areas for potential wilderness.  See 36 

C.F.R. 219.7(c)(2)(v)(2012); compare with !982 Planning Regulations, 47 Fed. Reg. 43,026 at 43,034, 

43,047 to 43,048 (§219.17). Substantively, however, identifying a basic potential wilderness inventory 

could serve as the surrogate for updating the roadless inventory; both could be done with the same 

process because of comparable natural qualities.  See Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 

3,244, 3,272 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.11, “Roadless area characteristics”); compare with USDA, Forest 
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before 2008, the forest supervisor of a national forest generally updated its roadless inventory, 

and still has the authority to do so outside of Idaho.237   

 

The Forest Service Handbook directs the standard by which the agency identifies and 

evaluates areas that it could recommend to Congress for Wilderness.  The process begins with a 

basic inventory: whether the area meets the size criteria and no improvements or vegetation 

treatments or timber harvest areas that are “not substantially noticeable.”238  After the initial 

inventory, the Forest Service evaluates, analyzes, and possibly recommends that inventory,239 but 

this first stage—the initial inventory—is where the Forest Service updates the forest’s roadless 

inventory.   

 

Updating roadless inventory would involve either adding or dropping acres in accordance 

with whether the area exhibits roadless characteristics or areas where timber harvests are 

substantially noticeable.240  Because the forest-plan revision process is also subject to NEPA, the 

Forest Service has to provide the reasons for additions or reductions.241  This allowed us to 

review the activities or reasons for dropping roadless acreage.   We examined the roadless-

inventory update to Montana’s Beaverhead Deerlodge during its forest plan revision.  We also 

reviewed the Idaho Panhandle National Forests roadless-inventory update; because this forest 

was its forest plan at the same time as development of the Idaho Roadless Rule, the Idaho 

Roadless Rule adopted the Idaho Panhandle National Forest’s roadless-inventory additions and 

deletions.242   

                                                                                                                                                             
Service, Forest Service Handbook 1909.12, Ch. 70, §§ 71.1 to 71.3 (2015).  Because the 2012 planning 

regulations are relatively new and forest plans are updated on the order of decades, it remains unclear as 

to whether the Forest Service will continue to update roadless areas nationally when considering 

wilderness recommendations.  Without a requirement to do so, the agency could avoid roadless-inventory 

updates, and thus avoid a review that could document roadless losses or result in adding roadless areas 

that would then have more restrictive management imposed by the National Roadless Rule than regular 

planning (that might permit unrestricted timber harvest in the area). See USDA, Forest Service, 

Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p.1 (Jan. 2009) (describing a difference 

between “roadless areas” and “areas with wilderness potential,” and emphasizing, “Prohibitions in the 

[Roadless Area Conservation Rule] do not apply to ‘Areas with Wilderness Potential’ inventoried in 2006 

unless they are also mapped as IRAs.”)(emphasis in original).   
237 As described in section IV.C, the 2008 Idaho Roadless Rule permanently set a roadless inventory that 

only the Chief of the Forest Service may update, roadless area by roadless area.  
238 Forest Service Handbook 1909.12 (2015), Chapter 70, §§ 71.2, 71.22b(2), (3).  The inclusion criterion 

was more specific in the 2007 version of the Forest Service Handbook: “Timber harvest areas where 

logging and prior road construction are not evident, except as provided in Section 71.12 for areas east of 

the 100th meridian.  Examples include those areas containing early logging activities related to historic 

settlement of the vicinity, areas where stumps and skid trails or road are substantially unrecognizable, or 

areas where clearcuts have regenerated to the degree that canopy closure is similar to surrounding uncut 

areas.” Forest Service Handbook (2007) 1909.12, Ch. 70, §71.11(9). 
239 Forest Service Handbook 1909.12, Ch. 70, §70.62 (2015). 
240 Forest Service Handbook 1909.12 (2015), Chapter 70, §§ 71.2, 71.22b(2), (3). 
241 See, e.g., Alliance for the Wild Rockies v. U.S. Forest Service, 907 F.3d 1105, 1109-12 (9th Cir. 2018). 
242 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho 

final EIS, Appx. C, Vol. 3 (Aug. 2008) Idaho Panhandle IRAs pp. C3-109 (Hammond Creek IRA, 17,400 

acres), C3-154 (Midget Peak IRA, 7,200 acres), C3-172 (Packsaddle IRA, 19,300 acres); compare with 

USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Revised Forest Plan file, 
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In Montana, the Forest Service revised its 1986 (Beaverhead Forest Plan) and 1987 

(Deerlodge) forest plans for the Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest in 2009.243 When 

reviewing its inventory, the Forest Service dropped roadless inventory dropped because it had 

been “incorrectly included, or if activities such as road building, timber harvest, or mining 

changed their roadless character since the 1983 inventory.”244  For each roadless area, the Forest 

Service distinguished the acreage adjusted because of better mapping technology from the 

acreage dropped or added for each individual roadless area.245  From that original calculation, 

GIS recalculations, better mapping, and land exchanges reduced the roadless acreage by 9,894.246  

Independent of GIS modifications, the Forest Service dropped 69,089 acres of roadless since the 

last inventory in 1983.247  Unlike the Idaho Panhandle National Forests revised plan, which the 

authors could access, we did not have the Beaverhead-Deerlodge plan-revision planning file.  

Instead, we used Appendix C of the FEIS for the Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest Revised 

Forest Plan to choose three roadless areas where the Forest Service dropped a large amount of 

acreage in the revised inventory for reasons other than mapping and land exchanges, and 

submitted a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request for documents that would explain why 

the Forest Service dropped 2,089 acres from the Emerine IRA, 3,906 acres from the North Carpp 

IRA, and 11,450 acres from the Tash Peak IRA.248   

 

According to the Forest Service’s FOIA response documents, the Forest Service dropped 

roadless inventory related to timber harvests.  Not every reduction had a reason on the maps 

provided, but there were hundreds of acres dropped for roads and harvest that occurred after the 

Forest Service designated the area as a roadless area.  This was true for map quadrants with the 

1987 roadless areas and the hand-drawn remapping.  For example, in the Tash Peak IRA, on the 

Peterson Lake quadrant, at least 1,600 acres dropped from the inventory can clearly be attributed 

to the Selway Timber Sale, according to the mapping author’s notes.249  The redrawn boundary 

                                                                                                                                                             
20090713_hammond_creek_ira_chronology.pdf, 20090713_midget_peak_ira_chronology.pdf,  

20090713_packsaddle_ira_chronology.pdf (Jul. 2009), on file with authors. 
243 See USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-1 

(Jan. 2009); USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan ROD (Jan. 2009).  
244 USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-2 (Jan. 

2009). 
245 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-

9 (Jan. 2009).  Areas were added “if they had been overlooked in earlier inventories, or roadless character 

was regained.”  Id. at C-2. The Forest Service did not distinguish the roadless added because they had 

been overlooked and the roadless added because they had regained roadless characteristics.  The Forest 

Service also eliminated a couple of entire roadless areas because they were not at least 5,000 acres in size 

or contiguous to an existing congressionally designated Wilderness area, which is generally what is 

required to designate land under the Wilderness Act.  Id. at C-2 to C-3.  
246 USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-3 (Jan. 

2009).   
247 USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C, p. C-2 to C-3 

(Jan. 2009). 
248 USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C (Jan. 2009), pp. 

C-51 to C-52 (Emerine—2,089 acres); pp. C-117 to C-119 (North Carpp IRA—3,906 acres); pp. C-158 to 

C-160 (Tash Peak—11,450 acres). 
249 See Appendix C, Map 3. We visually approximated the acreage lost using the map scale and the 
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on the Peterson Lake quadrant is hand-drawn and weaves in and out of roadless boundaries, 

accompanied by the note “match to harvest.” 250 In the Emerine IRA, the map’s author redrew 

the roadless boundary to drop approximately 2,120 acres of the roadless areas, attributing the 

reduction to roads and harvest after roadless designations.251  Finally, in the North Carpp IRA, on 

the Carpp Ridge quadrant, the author who redrew the boundaries noted the area excluded 

approximately 3,520 acres because of areas of roads and harvest activities since the area’s 

roadless designation.252  On the Moose Lake quadrant in the North Carpp IRA the redrawn 

boundary noted the excluded areas with “Existing open road & harvest activity.”253  

Approximately 3,900 acres were dropped from North Carpp IRA in these two quadrants.254   

 

Although the Forest Service attributed reducing the roadless inventory due to timber 

harvest, the agency was not consistent on denoting the name of the logging project and never 

dated the logging project.  For this reason, it is possible that timber harvest either occurred after 

the roadless designation but before the National Roadless Rule or after roadless designation and 

after the National Roadless Rule, but if so, these timber harvests would be at least a decade old.  

However, forest-plan revisions demonstrate that two decades is not enough for a roadless area to 

recover.  For example, in the Tash Peak IRA, the map author redrew roadless boundaries to 

exclude the Selway Timber Sale. According to documents the Forest Service disclosed about 

projects on East Selway Creek, areas were clearcut in the late 1980s.255  After approximately 

twenty years, when the roadless inventory was updated in the Beaverhead-Deerlodge National 

Forest in 2007,256 the area was impaired enough as to cause the Forest Service to exclude it from 

roadless inventory in the next round of forest planning.     

 

In Idaho, the Forest Service revised the 1987 Idaho Panhandle National Forest and issued 

that revised plan in 2015.257  When reviewing the roadless inventory, contemporaneously with 

the promulgation of the Idaho Roadless Rule, the Forest Service reduced several roadless areas 

because of logging.258  In Idaho, the Forest Service distinguished acreage added or lost due to 

better mapping technology from acreage lost for other reasons, such as timber sales.259  

According to Forest Service records, in the Hammond Creek IRA, the Forest Service dropped 

from roadless 1,024 acres because of the Arid Cedar Timber Sale and 808 acres because of the 

                                                                                                                                                             
conversion of 640 acres per square mile. 
250 See Appendix C, Map 3.  
251 See Appendix C, Map 4. 
252 See Appendix C, Map 5.  
253 See Appendix C, Map 6.  
254 See Appendix C, Maps 5 and 6.  
255 Disclosed by the Forest Service in response to Friends of the Clearwater’s September 7, 2015 Freedom 

of Information Act request to the Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest: FOIA_VegProjectList (Excel).  

On file with authors.   
256 See, generally, USDA, Forest Service, Beaverhead-Deerlodge Revised Forest Plan Final EIS, Appx. C 

(Jan. 2009). 
257 USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle National Forests Land Management Plan Final ROD, (Jan. 

2015). 
258 The planning record for the Idaho Panhandle National Forests Revised Forest Plan is on file with the 

authors.  
259 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Revised Forest Plan file, 

20090713_hammond_creek_ira_chronology.pdf (Jul. 2009), on file with authors. 
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Cedar Slate Timber Sale.260  The Forest Service reduced the Skitwish Ridge IRA by 2,912 acres 

due to the Horizon Timber Sale.261  The Forest Service reduced Midget Peak IRA by 281 acres, 

attributing it to the Wahoo Midget Timber Sale.262  The Forest Service decreased Packsaddle 

roadless area by 50 acres because of the Keep Cool Timber Sale and 473 acres due to the North 

Gold Timber Sale.263  The Forest Service noted an undisclosed amount of Upper Priest roadless 

lost from “adjustments for old timber sales and other natural features,” and the Forest Service 

decreased Continental Mountain IRA by 209 acres because of a combination of mapping to more 

definable boundaries and old timber harvest units.    

 

 While reviewing the documents supporting roadless-inventory reduction, not once did the 

Forest Service note specific details about the timber harvest when dropping the areas where 

timber harvest occurred.  No documents we reviewed discussed the size of the trees taken, how 

old the harvest was, whether the harvest was a regeneration cut, or whether the purpose of the cut 

was “stewardship” to “restore ecosystem characteristics.”  The area of timber harvest was not 

averaged with the whole roadless area—the area of timber harvest was simply dropped from the 

rest of the roadless area, presumably using the Forest Service Handbook guidelines, for being 

“substantially noticeable.”   

 

VIII.  Answering the question: Do roadless rules protect our roadless areas? 

  

 Neither roadless rule’s express language or structure protect roadless acreage in the states 

with the second- and third largest of the nation’s roadless inventory.  In the past decade alone, 

the Forest Service has collected preliminary numbers that suggest approximately 18,000 acres of 

tree cutting has occurred in national roadless areas in Idaho, and at least 32,000 acres of tree 

cutting has occurred in national roadless areas in Montana.  The Forest Service is using the 

permissive structure of the Idaho Roadless Rule to cut trees in Idaho’s national roadless areas 

under exceptions for wildfires, insects, and disease.  The foundation underlying the Idaho Rule’s 

exceptions are not supported by emerging science, and does not recognize that ecological 

disturbance systems exist at some level in all forests for tree renewal and forest health, and that 

these are impacted by climate.  The National Roadless Rule is not preserving the nation’s 

roadless areas in Montana.  The Forest Service there is most often using the “stewardship-

purpose” exception to allow timber harvest national roadless areas under the 2001 National 

Roadless Rule.  The rise in the Forest Service arguments that ecological processes, without 

human management, would damage themselves might be linked to language in the roadless rule.  

Both the National and Idaho Roadless Rules each created exceptions for “stewardship-purpose 

timber sales”264—tree cutting to benefit at-risk species or to “restore...ecosystem composition 

                                                 
260 USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Revised Forest Plan file, 

20090713_hammond_creek_ira_chronology.pdf (Jul. 2009), on file with authors. 
261 USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Revised Forest Plan file, 

20090713_skitwish_ridge_ira_chronology.pdf (Jul. 2009), on file with authors.   
262 USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Revised Forest Plan file, 

20090713_midget_peak_ira_chronology.pdf (Jul. 2009), on file with authors. 
263 USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Revised Forest Plan file, 

20090713_packsaddle_ira_chronology.pdf, on file with authors. 
264 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Glossary p. G-10 (Nov. 2000).  
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and structure....”265  Timber proposals after 2001 have increasingly used these permissions, even 

in Montana’s national roadless areas, where the language of the National Rule predicted 

“stewardship-purpose” timber harvest to be infrequent.  Upon review of the 2001 Rule’s 

environmental impact statement, this “stewardship-purpose” exception does not appear to be 

based on science.   

 

 Neither rule’s environmental impact statement, when compared against logging projects 

over the last decade, offer accurate predictions of logging levels when reviewed with the benefit 

of hindsight.  The 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule predicted that approximately 12 to 15 

million board feet would be sold each year, harvested from 1,200 to 1,400 roadless acres 

nationwide.266  By the Forest Service’s own preliminary numbers, at least 32,000 acres have 

been logged in Montana’s national roadless acreage since 2008.  Averaged over 10 years, this is 

about 3,200 acres per year, so the Forest Service has logged in Montana almost triple what the 

environmental impact statement predicted for nationwide numbers.   

 

  When comparing the 2001 Roadless Rule to the environmental impact statement for the 

Idaho Roadless Rule, the Forest Service implied that it might have been averaging 600 acres of 

timber harvest in the nation’s roadless areas in Idaho.  In the FEIS for the 2008 Idaho Roadless 

Rule, the Forest Service predicted that it would harvest 9,000 acres over the next fifteen years 

under the National Roadless Rule, and 15,000 acres over the next fifteen years under the Idaho 

Roadless Rule.267  The Forest Service based this projection on what each Idaho national forest 

provided on “[t]he volume of timber harvested between 2001 and 2006 and projected to be 

harvested between 2007 and 2011” in Idaho roadless areas.268  If the Forest Service projected 

9,000 acres of logging over the next fifteen years (approximately 600 acres per year) based on 

what the Forest Service had already reported doing in Idaho roadless areas, then the 2001 Rule’s 

prediction that there would be an average of 1,200 to 1,400 roadless acres harvested nationally 

might have been underestimated.269 

 

The Idaho Roadless Rule does is not sufficiently protecting roadless acreage in the 

Idaho’s Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests.  We do not know where the logging was 

happening in roadless areas on national forests for the figure that the Forest Service presented in 

its EIS (above).  But, according to our records, the Forest Service logged in no roadless areas on 

the Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests between 2001 and 2008 when the National 

Roadless Rule was in place.270  Under the Idaho Roadless Rule, the last eight years have seen 

                                                 
265 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,273 (Jan. 12, 2001) (§294.13(b)(1)(i), (ii)).   
266 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation final EIS, Vol. 1 pp. 3-203 to 3-204 (Nov. 2000); 

see Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,257 (Jan. 12, 2001) (selecting alternative 3).   
267 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho final EIS, 

Vol. 1 p. 76 (Aug. 2008). 
268 USDA, Forest Service, Roadless Area Conservation National Forest System Lands in Idaho final EIS, 

Vol. 1 pp. 76, 95 (Aug. 2008).  
269 The court that later upheld the Idaho Roadless Rule relied upon the Forest Service’s prediction that it 

would log three million board feet of roadless areas under the 2001 National Rule, thus prompting a 

finding that the increase predicted under the Idaho Rule was a “modest” amount and therefore acceptable.  

Jayne v. Sherman, 706 F.3d 994, 1006 (9th Cir. 2013). 
270 See Appendix A. 
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over a thousand acres of timber harvest in roadless areas on these two forests alone.271   

 

 The Forest Service’s conclusions on the impacts of logging have also changed over the 

past two decades as well.  The Forest Service’s analyses on timber harvest in roadless areas trend 

toward a conclusion that logging will have no impact because of one or a combination of the 

following reasons: not taking action would cause natural process to erode roadless characteristics; 

the activity causes only a short-term negative impact but a long-term benefit; there has already 

been detrimental impacts to a roadless area, so impacts from more activity would be negligible; 

and impacted roadless over a small acreage is averaged out by the remaining, unimpacted 

roadless area.  Retrospective analyses on the impacts of projects, provided by later project 

considerations or forest-plan revisions, illustrate serious, fundamental concerns with the ability 

of the Forest Service to manage forest resources.   

 

When the Forest Service reviews roadless characteristics after timber is harvested from a 

roadless area, the agency retrospectively considers roadless characteristics to have been impaired.  

The Forest Service’s conclusions before the 2001 Roadless Rule that logged areas were 

developed and no longer suitable to recommend as wilderness are conclusions that still exist, but 

only for project-specific retrospective evaluations or forest-plan revisions.272 Forest-plan 

revisions reveal that the Forest Service drops harvested roadless areas its roadless inventory.  

The Forest Service proposes logging activities in roadless areas, forecasting either no impact or a 

short-term one, only to turn around at the next forest plan revision to drop the roadless acreage 

logged or proclaim it unsuitable to recommend wilderness.  Forest-plan revisions are supposed to 

happen at least every fifteen years, which is not enough time for areas to recover from the 

temporary short-term impacts projected by the Forest Service that tend to encompass multiple 

decades.  Additionally, when the Forest Service updated the roadless inventory in the forest-plan 

revisions we reviewed, the Forest Service supports its decision to drop the areas, noting merely 

that the area has had a timber harvest.  The size of trees logged (i.e., small diameter), the reason 

for the timber harvest (i.e., to improve ecological functioning), or the type of logging done never 

figure into the discussion to drop the roadless acreage because of timber harvest.  Neither does 

the Forest Service, when updating the inventory, averages the roadless acreage logged over the 

remaining, unlogged roadless area—the Forest Service’s own policy directs it to exclude acreage 

in places where timber harvest is substantially noticeable.  This causes the Forest Service to 

minimally drop the roadless acreage logged or maximally drop the entire roadless area because 

the logged area fragments the remaining roadless or reduces acreage to below what can be 

considered for Wilderness under the Wilderness Act.   

 

The Idaho Roadless Rule exacerbates the problems of the National Roadless Rule 

because the Idaho Roadless Rule is more permissive and less transparent. The Idaho Rule has 

created a roadless inventory that can only be modified roadless area-by-roadless area (not forest-

wide during forest-plan revisions) and only by the Chief of the Forest Service.  Although the 

                                                 
271 See Appendix A.  
272 See, e.g., USDA, Forest Service, Wing Creek-Twentymile Timber Sales Final EIS and ROD, p. 97, 99 

(Jul. 1989)(“[H]arvest units would be visually apparent for many years.”; “Lands committed to timber 

production are not suitable for wilderness classification.”); USDA, Forest Service, Mallard Timber Sale 

ROD, p. 7 (Dec. 1990)(Nez Perce National Forest)(“Selection of Alternative Four...is the critical, 

irreversible and irretrievable decision to commit Roadless area 1847 to development.”) 
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Forest Service has preliminary numbers that 18,000 acres of roadless areas in Idaho have been 

logged, we do not know of any petition to adjust roadless acreage to reflect the roadless 

characteristics that may no longer remain.  Thus, Idaho’s rule has effectively created a permanent 

and arbitrary designation of lands called “roadless areas” that do not necessarily have the rule’s 

definition of “roadless characteristics.” For example, the logged portion of the West Fork 

Crooked River Inventoried Roadless Area, Pictures 4, 5, 6, and 7 above, is still “roadless.” 

Roadless areas in Idaho that no longer have roadless characteristics will still be called “roadless 

areas” until the Chief of the Forest Service designates otherwise.  Having frozen roadless 

boundaries while logging in these areas, the Forest Service in Idaho is skewing a reliable 

accounting of the truly wild areas that still remain in the United States, an accounting the public 

will not fully know so long as the Idaho Roadless Rule persists. 

  

IX. Conclusion 

 

 Neither the 2001 Roadless Rule nor the Idaho Roadless Rule are protecting roadless areas 

from timber harvest that degrade roadless characteristics.  The structures of both rules permit 

some timber-harvest activities.  The Forest Service has spent the past decade exploiting these 

permissions and authorizing roadless logging by order of tens of thousands of acres in Idaho and 

Montana.  Our report examined only two states.  Based on our findings, we think it paramount to 

answer the question how pervasive this problem is, and organizations and individuals should be 

asking these same questions and comparing these same NEPA analyses for roadless areas in 

Alaska, which has the largest roadless base, as well as other Forest Service regions across the 

country.  Based on the Forest Service’s regular assertions that logging no longer impacts roadless 

areas, we also think there needs to be broad monitoring efforts by citizens, nongovernmental 

organizations, and the Forest Service on the roadless tracts logged in the name of “ecosystem 

restoration” to compare the Forest Service’s predictions to actual impacts or administrative fate 

of these areas.  

 

In addition to the Forest Service utilizing permission to harvest timber that each rule 

provides, the Forest Service’s NEPA analysis has evolved to support roadless logging as an 

environmentally neutral or even a beneficial impact to roadless characteristics.  Although the 

Forest Service asserts that timber-harvest projects may enhance roadless characteristics, the 

record before us shows a pattern of removing lands from roadless acreage based on the same 

effects, the ones that were intended to be “short-term” and intended to “enhance” roadless 

characteristics.  Given these rules do not protect land from human development as the Forest 

Service predicted they would when developing each rule, there needs to be a substantive review 

of the remaining unprotected wild areas in the United States.  Additionally, the public and the 

government need to engage in a discourse about whether protecting roadless areas is a priority 

and, if so, how to effectively do that.   
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Boise

South Fork 
Boise River 
Corridor Post-
Fire 
Restoration

Cathedral 
Rocks and 
House 
Mountain

PMTV, 
FPSA

Upland and riparian 
planting 2,437

NA – Activity not 
prohibited by the 
Rule

9/18/14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2437 
acres 
planting

5/1/2014 5/15/2014 None None

Boise GRAIP to 
WINe Caton Lake BCR 2.4 miles of road 

obliteration ≈ 6 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 6/24/14 0 0 0 0 0 2.4 0 0 0 0 0 3/28/2014 5/15/2014 None None

Boise

Big Creek 
White Bark 
Pine 
Enhancement

Stony 
Meadows and 
Needles

PMTV, 
BCR

Fell competing conifers 
within 5-20 feet of live 
whitebark pine trees.

1,200

294.24(b)(1)(I, 
ii); 294.24( b)(I, 
iii, iv); 294.24( 
c)(2)(I, ii, iii)

12/2/13 1200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Boise Idaho Power 
Line #328

Meadow Cr, 
Caton Lake, 
Reeves Cr.

BCR, 
GFRG

0.12 miles of existing 
unauthorized road and 
0.2 miles in GFRG added 
to transportation system.

NA 294.23(f) 4/15/13 0 0 0 0.32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

added .32 
mi. 
unauth rd 
to NFSR. 

Boise
Stolle Priority 
Watershed 
Reforestation

Peace Rock BCR, 
FPSA

Plant conifers and fell 
trees for helispots 6,500 294.24(c)(1(vii) 2/28/13 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Est. 10 
acres TH 
for 
helispots

Boise

Snowmobile 
Tr. Grooming 
in Valley, 
Gem, & Boise 
Counties

Poison Creek BCR Fell 10-12 trees along 
0.65 miles of trail NA 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 8/30/12 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Boise Oro Mountain Stony 
Meadows

PMTV, 
BCR

Restore whitebark pine – 
lop and scatter 1,510 294.24(b)(1(i) 

and (c)(1)(iii) 3/7/12 1510 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Boise Cache Creek Red Mountain BCR Restore whitebark pine – 
slash; pile burn 164 294.24(c)(1)(iv) 6/10/11 164 0 164 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Caribou-
Targhee

Dry Ridge 
Exploration Dry Ridge GFRG

Fertoz USA LLC 
submitted a plan for 
phosphate exploration on 
the Dry Ridge federal 
phosphate lease, IDI-
07238.

32 294.24(d); 
294.25( e)(4) 8/14/15 32 32 0 1.5 0 0 32 0 0 0 0 11/10/2015

Caribou-
Targhee

Smoky 
Canyon Mine 
Panel G Mod

Meade Peak, 
Sage Creek GFRG

Lease modification for a 
permanent overburden 
disposal site and 
temporary storage site.  
280 acres added to the 
lease, 151 acres of new 
disturbance

431 294.25(e)(1) 6/15/15 151 151 0 0 0 0 151 0 0 0 0

Caribou-
Targhee

Whitebark 
Pine 
Protection

Mt. Jefferson PMTV Restore whitebark pine – 
lop and scatter 180 294.24(b)(1)(i)(ii

) 5/30/12 180 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Caribou-
Targhee

Montpelier 
Aspen 
Retention 
Project

Huckleberry 
Basin, Dry 
Ridge

BCR, 
GFRG

Thinning and prescribed 
fire to restore aspen 900 294.24( c)(1)(iv) 4/1/17 900 0 900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Caribou-
Targhee

Soda Springs 
Aspen 
Retention 
Project

Stump Creek BCR, 
GFRG

Thinning and prescribed 
fire to restore aspen 900 294.24( c)(1)(iv) 4/1/17 900 0 900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Caribou-
Targhee Gibson Jack West Mink BCR Boundary change for 

trailhead relocation 0 294.27(b) 10/2/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

reroute 
1.8 mile 
trail.  No 
net 
change

3/13/2014 6/28/2012

Idaho 
Panhandle

St. Joe Travel 
Management Numerous BCR

Travel planning to 
balance resource/user 
needs and provide 
manageable system of 
motor vehicle routes   

0 294.26(a ) 5/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Decom 28 
miles 
unauth. 
Rd and 5 
mi  trails

5/2/2014 5/16/2014

2/22/16; 
FOC; 
Minimizati
on 
Criteria; 

Idaho 
Panhandle

Fire 
Suppression

East 
Cathedral 
Peak

BCR Constructed 3 miles of 
dozer line 3 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 2015 – 

NEPA N/A 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 mi 
fireline 
constructi
on

10/1/2015 11/10/2015

Idaho 
Panhandle

Treasured 
Landscapes 
Recreation 
Project

Beetop, 
Scotchman 
Peaks, Trestle 
Peak, Mt. 
Willard-Lake 
Estelle

WLR, 
BCR, 
FPSA

Trail reconstruction (5.5 
ac.), decommissioning 
(3.6 ac.), rerouting (3.8 
ac.), and boardwalk 
construction.

≈13 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 7/27/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 mi trail 
reconstru
ction

10/1/2014

Idaho 
Panhandle

Big Creek Trail 
Reroute Big Creek BCR

Relocate approximately 
1½ miles of trail and 
obliterate the replaced 
trail.

≈1 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 3/19/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

Marble Creek 
Trail Reroute

Grandmother 
Mt BCR

Relocation x miles of trail 
and obliterate the 
replaced trail

≈1 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 3/19/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

IPNF and 
Kootenai 
Forest  Plan 
Revision

All All Forest Plan Revision -- 1/5/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

St. Joe RD 
Outfitter and 
Guide Permit 
Renewals

North Fork, 
Hammond 
Creek, 
Meadow 
Creek-Upper 
North fork, 
Sheep 

Numerou
s

Outfitter and guide permit 
renewal N/A 10/10/14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

Simmons 
Fuels

Sheep Mt-
State Line, 
Mallard 
Larkins

WLR, 
BCR

Rx burning and planting.  
Small number of trees 
may be cut for safety 
purposes

7,047 294.24(a)(2); 
294.24( c)(1)(vii) 7/9/14 0 0 7047 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

Marble Creek 
Splash Dam 
Modification

Grandmother 
Mt. BCR Breach two splash dams NA

NA – Activity not 
prohibited by the 
Rule

2/24/14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

Idaho 
Buckhorn 
Burning

Buckhorn 
Ridge BCR

Rx burning to improve 
wildlife habitat, restore 
WBP, and reduce natural 
fuel accumulations   

2,130 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 2/3/14 0 0 2130 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

Expedition 
Idaho 
Marathon

Grandmother 
Mountain, 
Pinchot Butte, 
Mallard-
Larkins, 
Sheep 
Mountain – 

Numerou
s

Issue a special-use 
permit to Expedition 
Idaho for a multiday 
adventure race proposed 
for five days in August 
2013.

N/A 12/18/13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

Dunn Peak 
Communicatio
ns Building

Storm Creek BCR

Two pre-fabricated 
communication buildings 
would be installed on 
sites currently occupied 
by existing structures.

N/A 7/18/13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Idaho 
Panhandle

Electra Crash 
Site Big Creek BCR

Issue an ARPA permit to 
TIGHAR to conduct an 
archaeological field 

N/A 7/18/13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 
Panhandle

Rugg Drop 
Camp

Meadow 
Creek – 
Upper North 
Fork

BCR, 
FPSA

Permit an outfitter to use 
a drop camp along the 
St. Joe Lake Trail 49 for 
7-10 days.

N/A 2/21/13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Deadhorse 
Trail Reroute

Little Slate 
Creek North

BCR, 
SAHTS

Reroute approx 2,000 ft 
of trail onto adjacent side 
slopes; removing 2 fords 
on Deadhorse Creek 

>½ 294.26(a) 3/11/14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Selway-Winter 
Range

Rackliff 
Gedney BCR Restore shrub fields – 

slash 3,000 NA 2/14/12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Nez Perce 
Clearwater Nut Basin Little State 

Creek BCR Restore whitebark pine – 
lop and scatter; Rx burn 480 294.24(c)(1)(iv) 7/27/11 480 0 480 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Roadside 
Hazard Tree 
Removal

Little Slate 
Creek North, 
North Fork 
Spruce-White 
Sands, Dixie 
Summit-Nut 
Hill, and 
Gospel Hump

BCR, 
FPSA

Felling, removing, and 
selling dead and dying 
trees impacted by 2012 
wildfires. 

272 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 6/11/13 272 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Fish Creek 
Weir

North Lochsa 
Slope PMTV Reissuance of a special 

use permit 1 294.26(a, c) 5/21/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Fire 
Suppression

Gospel Hump, 
Mallard, 
Sneakfoot 
Meadows, 
John Day, 
Little Slate, 
Rackliff-
Gedney  

WLR, 
BCR, 
SAHTS, 
FPSA

Approximately 24.4 miles 
of mechanical line 
construction – some 
along existing firelines, 
roads, or trails. 
Feller/Buncher and/or 
grapple skidder cut and 
decked trees   Most 

75-100

294.24(a)(2); 
294.24( b)(1)v); 
294.22( 
c)(1)(vii); 
294.24(d)

2015 – 
NEPA N/A 145 145 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9/1/2015 11/10/2015

Discussio
n about 
fireline 
used as 
roads for 
timber 
haul and 
long term 

See IRC 
notes for 
more on 
discussion

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Orogrande 
Community 
Protection 
Project 
(Orogrande 
Fuels)

West Fork 
Crooked River BCR

Reduce hazardous fuels, 
temp roads (cpz), fuel 
break (cpz), shelterwood 
(cpz)

270 
acres; 
2.05 
miles 
temp. rd. 
const.

294.23(b)(2); 
294.23( c)(1)(i) 1/29/16 242 205 0 2.4 0 1.2 0 0 0 0 0 11/10/2015

Objected 
to based 
on logging 
and temp 
rd.  Temp 
rd. 
dropped. 
Litigated 
on logging 
in IRA

Currently 
awaiting 
court 
hearing. 
State of 
Idaho is 
Intervener

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Clear Creek 
Integrated 
Restoration

Clear Creek BCR
Rx burn with some hand-
constructed fireline within 
CPZ. 

1,371 294.24(c)(1)(vii) 12/17/15 0 0 1371 0 1 0 0 (+48.8; -
55.4) 0 0 0 5/16/14, 

11/6/14 11/10/2015

Objected 
to on 
three 
points; 

Nez Perce 
Clearwater

Clarke Mt 
OHV Trail Siwash BCR

Trail Relocation, 
armoring, and 
decommissioning of old 
trail.  Cutting 
approximately 6 12-inch 
trees.  

≈ 0.21 294.26(a, c) 9/15/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette

Idaho Angler 
McCall O&G 
SUP 
Reauthorizatio
n

Needles, 
Secesh, 
French Creek, 
Pattrick Butte

WLR, 
PMTV, 
BCR

Reauthorization of 
existing priority use 
permit for O&G fishing 
for 10-year period.

0 294.22(d) 5/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette

Lockey U, LLC 
O&G SUP 
Reauthorizatio
n

Needles, 
Secesh, 
French Creek, 
Patrick Butte

WLR, 
PMTV, 
BCR, 
FPSA

Reauthorization of 
existing priority use 
permit for O&G bear, 
cougar and wolf hunts for 
10-year period.

0 294.22(d) 6/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Payette
Four Mile 
Prescribed 
Fire

Caton Lakes, 
Needles/BCR, 
FPSA, WLR 

WLR, 
BCR, 
FPSA

Prescribe burn 
approximately 9500 
acres over the next 10-
15 years in blocks of 100-
3000 acres annually by 
hand and/or helicopter.  
No equipment line.

9500 294.24(a)(2); 
294.24( c)1)(vii) 6/16/17 0 0 9500 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette

Snowmobile 
Outfitter & 
Guide Tours 
SUP

Numerous Numerou
s

Authorize outfitting and 
guiding snowmobile tours 
utilizing existing open 
groomed snowmobile 
trails, as well as areas 
open to over-snow use 
for off trail riding.

0 294.26 3/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette
Brundage Mt 
SUP 
Reissuance

French Creek, 
Patrick Butte

PMTV, 
FPSA

To authorize Brundage 
Mountain Resort a 
special use authorization 
for outfitting and guiding 
with permitted activities 
that includes guided 
backcountry skiing via 
snowcat on approved 
routes.

0 294.26 7/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette
7 Devils  
Lodge O/G 
SUP Reissue

Hells Canyon-
7 Devils 
Scenic, Rapid 
River, Cuddy 
Mountain

PMTV, 
WLR, 
FPSA

Reissue SUP to 7 Devils 
Lodge for outfitting and 
guiding winter 
snowmobiling and non-
motorized activities in the 
summer.

294.26(a) 12/15/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette No Name 
Water System

Big Creek 
Fringe BCR

30 year SUP 
authorization for the 
continued operation and 
maintenance of an 
existing water system on 
No Name Creek, an 
intermittent tributary to 
Big Creek.

NA 294.28(b) 12/15/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette
Golden 
Meadows 
Exploration

Sugar Mt. BCR

Exploration drilling (10 
holes) using a heli-
portable tracked LF-70 
core rig or equivalent.  
General Mining Law of 
1872.  Decision in 2013, 
litigated, decision 
withdrawn   Will likely 

0.13 294.25(b) 1/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Payette Forgy Water 
System SUP Rapid River PMTV

Authorize the continued 
operation and 
maintenance of a water 
system.  No 
improvements or 
changes

0 294.26 7/18/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette
2015 Range 
Improvement 
Projects

French Creek, 
Patrick Butte

PMTV, 
BCR

Installing/rebuilding 
fence, replace cattle 
guard

294.26(b) 6/30/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Payette Golden Hand 
EIS

Big Creek 
Fringe, Placer 
Creek, 
Secesh River, 
Cottontail 
Point, Pilot 
Peak, Smith 
Creek

PMTV, 
BCR

Cut approximately 50 
trees for the purpose of 
providing mine timbers 
and to facilitate 
operations

294.25(b); 
294.24( b)(iv, v); 
294.24( c)(1)(vi, 
vii); 294.26( a)

6/19/15 1 0 0 0 0.1 0 20 0 0 0 0

Payette Jackson Creek 
Trail Reroute French Creek BCR

Reroute, reconstruct, and 
decommission several 
sections of existing 
motorized trail.

1.8 294.24(c)(1)(vii); 
294.26( ) 11/25/14 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 (+1.8; -

1.8) 0 0

Payette
Cuddy 
Mountain 
Repeater

Cuddy 
Mountain PMTV Repeater installation 80 ft2 294.26(c) DM not 

required 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette

Idaho Power 
Company Big 
Bar-Silver 
Mine 12kV

Hells Canyon 
and Seven 
Devils Scenic

PMTV

New special use permit 
to continue operation and 
maintenance of a 12kV 
buried distribution line.  
No road construction, no 
ground disturbance.

2
NA – Activity not 
prohibited by the 
Rule

2/12/14 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette Bear Pete 
Trail Reroute French Creek BCR

Rerouting and 
reconstructing sections 
of a motorized trail to 
mitigate ongoing 
resource damage.  Some 
tree may be cut if 
unavoidable.

2.5 294.24(a)(2); 
294.26( a) 12/17/13 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette
Twentymile 
Trail 
Relocation

Secesh WLR

Relocation of trail to 
mitigate erosion 
concerns for soil and 
water quality

2 294.24(a)(2); 
294.26( a) 5/13/13 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Payette Chelsia Lode 
Exploration

Cottontail 
Point and Pilot 
Peak

PMTV, 
BCR

Excavate up to 25 
sample pits that are 4’ x 
20’ x 5’ deep.  Remove 1 
ft3 sample, then backfill.

57 294.25(b) 8/20/12 5 5 0 0 0 0 57 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis Slide Hunter Boulder White 

Cloud BCR Restore aspen – slash 
and burn 1,275 294.24(c)(1)(iv) 12/21/09 1275 0 1275 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Timber Creek 
Trail Reroute Lemhi Range BCR Reroute 0.7 miles of 

OHV trail 5 294.24(c)(1)(vii); 
294.26(a,c) 11/16/17 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 (+0.7, -

0.7) 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Road/Ramey 
Fence 
Relocation

Pioneer 
Mountains BCR Relocate 0.18 miles of 

fence 1 294.26(b, c) 11/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Hawley Creek - 
Horseshoe 
Spring

Italian Peak BCR

Develop one upland 
spring source and 
construct fence around 
spring source

1 294.24(c)(1)(vii); 
294.26(a,c) 10/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Soapstone 
Springs 
Exclosure

Goat 
Mountain BCR

Construct 0.25 miles of 
jack fence and replace 
30 yards of existing 
fence

1 294.24(c)(1)(vii); 
294.26(a,c) 10/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

M. DuBois 
Culinary Water 
Pipeline SUP 
renewal

Challis Creek BCR
Re-issue existing Special 
Use Permit for 30-year 
term

0 294.26(b) and 
(c) 3/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



Salmon-
Challis

Sanders 
Culinary Water 
Pipeline SUP 
Renewal

Lemhi Range BCR
Re-issue existing Special 
Use Permit for 30-year 
term

0 294.26(b) and 
(c) 3/16/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Big Hill Insect 
and Disease Squaw Creek BCR

Create stands that are 
resilient to insect and 
disease; reduce haz 
fuels

600 294.24(c)(viii) 6/16/17 50 0 587 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Phelan/Sharke
y Farm Bill 
Project (Old 
North Zone)

Napias and 
Phelan GFRG

A variety of treatments 
will be utilized to treat up 
to 3000 acres of haz 
fuels

3000

294.23(c)(1); 
294.23(d)(1,2); 
294.23( e); 
294.24(d); 

9/16/17 2829 789 0 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0

Farm Bill. 
This is in 
GFRG so 
timber 

Salmon-
Challis

Lee Creek 
Allotmnet 
Invading 
Conifer 

Lemhi Range BCR
Removal of conifers that 
are invading mapped 
sage grouse habitat.

317
294.24(c)(1)(iv); 
294.24( c)(2); 
294.26(a, c)

10/16/17 317 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Westcor 
Exploration Greylock BCR

Approve, with terms and 
conditions, an operating 
plan for mineral 
exploration that includes 

2 acres; 
0.5 miles 
temp rd. 
const.

294.25(b) 10/16/17 2 2 0 0.5 0 0.5 1 0 0 0 0 11/10/2015

Salmon-
Challis

East Boulder 
Placer 
Exploration

Napoleon 
Ridge GFRG

Drill auger holes and dig 
trenches in order to test 
for placer gold.

<1 294.24(d); 
294.25( b) 7/10/15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Upper North 
Fork

Allan Mt, 
Anderson Mt., 
West Big Hole

BCR, 
FPSA

Rx burn, PCT, shaded 
fuel break, commercial 
thin, temp rd, road 
decom

22,161

294.24(c)(1)(i); 
294.23( b)(2); 
294.28(f); 
294.24( c)(1)(iv)

12/4/14 4211 0 22161 2.13 0 2.99 0 0 0 0 0

Salmon-
Challis

Grouse Peak 
Vegetation 
Project

Grouse Peak BCR

Mechanical thinning 
and slashing of 
conifers for aspen 
restoration.  Prescribed 
burning.

2,536 294.24( c)(1, 2) 1/4/17 2090 0 446 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5/18/2016

Sawtooth

Redfish 210 
Post-Insect 
Outbreak 
Fuels Project

Huckleberry BCR

Prescribed burning and 
hand thinning to reduce 
stand density, improve 
large tree growing 

280 294.24(c)(1)(i,iii-
v) 7/21/15 280 0 280 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sawtooth
Rusty Nugget 
Placer 
Exploration

Smokey 
Mountains BCR 20 sample holes per acre 4 294.25 9/18/14 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sawtooth
Pole Creek 
Road 
Realignment

Boulder-White 
Clouds FPSA

1.3 miles of road 
relocated out of a 
riparian conservation 
area.

2 294.28(f) 6/25/14 2 2 0 1.3 0 1.3 0 0 0 0 0

Sawtooth
Salmon River 
Headwater 
Road 215

Smoky Mts. FPSA

Relocate trailhead and 
motorized trail for 
purposes of river 
restoration and to 
mitigate ongoing 
resource damage.

NA 294.28(f) 9/6/13 5 5 0 0 0 2.5 0 0 +2.5 1 0

Sawtooth Deer Creek Buttercup 
Mountain PMTV Rx burn, thinning, trail 

realignment
294.24(b)(1)(i)(ii
) 7/15/13 125 0 5150 0 0 0 0 0 0

3.5 trail 
realignme
nt

0

Sawtooth Liberal Willow

Blackhorse 
Creek, Liberal 
Mt., Buttercup 
Mt.

PMTV, 
GFRG

Reduce fuels/restore 
ecosystems, Rx burning

294.24(b)(1)(ii) 
and (d) 7/12/12 1160 0 5090 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sawtooth Raymond 
Mine Smokey Mts. BCR

Reopen two collapsed 
audits and a collapsed 
shaft.  Underground 
mining.

5 294.25(b) 6/22/12 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sawtooth Free Gold Lime Creek PMTV Reduce fuels/restore 
ecosystems, Rx burning

294.24(b)(1)(ii)(ii
i) 6/24/11 58 0 173 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0











Appendix C 

 

Maps from Beaverhead-Deerlodge roadless reviews from the planning file for the 

Beaverhead-Deerlodge forest-plan revision.  The following maps depict parts of Emerine, Tash 

Peak, and North Carpp Inventoried Roadless Areas and were provided by Forest Service in 

response to a Freedom of Information Act request.  On file with authors.  

 

Map 1: Map of Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest, northwest quadrant 

Map 2: Map of Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest, southwest quadrant 

Map 3: Tash Peak Inventoried Roadless Area, Peterson Lake quadrant 

Map 4: Emerine Inventoried Roadless Area, Mount Emerine and Maukey Gulch quadrants 

Map 5: North Carpp Inventoried Roadless Area, Carpp Ridge quadrant 

Map 6: North Carpp Inventoried Roadless Area, Moose Lake quadrant 



1 

 

APPENDIX B 

ROADLESS LOGGING IN MONTANA NATIONAL FORESTS 
 

The projects below were the projects where the Forest Service disclosed logging and FOC was able to verify through National 

Environmental Policy Act documents.  We omitted projects where the Forest Service disclosed roadless logging that we could not 

verify through NEPA documents.   

 

The following abbreviations apply to the tables below. 

IRA= Inventoried Roadless Area (equivalent to “roadless area” as referred to in this report and appendices) 

EA=Environmental Assessment 

DN-FONSI=Decision Notice and Finding of No Significant Impact (issued with EAs) 

FEIS=Final Environmental Impact Statement; DEIS=Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

ROD=Record of Decision (issued with FEISs)   

CE=Categorical exclusion 

DM=Decision Memo (issued with CEs) 

*Unless otherwise noted, the NEPA documents in the same row as the project name in the first column (e.g. “FEIS”) refer to the 

NEPA document for that  are the NEPA documents from that project.   are NEPA documents specific the project in the first column. 

Project name, 

(year of 

decision),  

NEPA 

document 

(FEIS or EA) 

National 

Forest 

Size and type of activity 

in roadless area.  

Acreage outside of 

parenthesis approved by 

NEPA.  Acreage inside 

parenthesis 

independently reported 

by the Forest Service in 

document referenced in 

column to right. 

2001 Roadless Rule 

exception applied. 

See USDA, Forest 

Service, MT 

Projects in 

IRAs_2001_without 

graphs_2008 to 

present (disclosed 

2017) (timber 

harvest in Montana 

roadless areas), on 

file with authors. 

Forest Service’s conclusion on whether there 

was a negative impact to the roadless area 

Crockett Lake 

Whitebark Pine 

Demonstration 

(2014) 

Beaverhead-

Deerlodge 

National 

Forest 

Slightly less than 30 

acres because 200 feet 

buffer on the road not 

within the IRA 

294.13(b)(1)(i) 

 

All conifer trees within 66 feet of a whitebark or 

limber pine tree would be cut and burned within 

the project area. DM p. 1 

“There is no impact or detrimental effects to 
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boundary. See DM p. 1  

(30 acres reported) 

 

IRAs.  The proposed actions within the IRAs in 

this project are consistent with the Roadless 

Area Conservation Rule.” DM p. 3. No other 

analysis. 

Trapper Creek 

(2014) 

Beaverhead-

Deerlodge 

National 

Forest 

3,035 acres. See  DN-

FONSI, selecting 

Alternative 2. 

 

(3,400 acres reported) 

 

294.13(b)(1)(ii) “The proposed action would set-back the 

successional advance of Douglas-fir in 

sagebrush, mountain mahogany, aspen and 

willow vegetation types....[T]he proposed action 

will generally increase health and vigor, 

diversify age classes, and promote enhancement 

of native vegetation” to “help maintain the 

natural character...in the long-term.” EA p. 113.  

“The appearance of different age classes of 

vegetation will only be short-term, if noticed at 

all.” EA p. 113. “[P]roposed vegetation 

treatments would only result in minor short-term 

effects, the majority of those effects will occur 

within an area already influenced by 

development, and there are no long-term effects 

to the existing undeveloped character.”  EA p. 

114. 

Sweet Grass 

(2015) 

Custer 

Gallatin 

26,600 acres Treatment 

over a twenty-year 

timeframe.  EA p. 282; 

see also DN-FONSI p. 

11 (Alternative 2 

selected). 

 

(10,000 acres reported) 

 

294.13(b)(1)(ii) “Restoration activities, specifically fuels 

reduction, could cause the irreversible or 

irretrievable commitment of resources in 

portions of the North Absaroka Roadless Area, 

#1-371, potentially affecting eligibility for 

inclusion into the wilderness system.  Activities 

could also potentially affect unroaded areas.” 

EA p. 279.  “Mechanized fuel reduction 

activities utilizing chainsaws, handwork, and/or 

small ground-based equipment would likely 

result in temporary short-term effects on 

naturalness and undeveloped character within 

the IRA.  The largest effect would be on the 

approximately 3,000 acres where the small 

rubber tracked equipment (skidsteer) would be 
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used for the construction of burn piles.  Stumps, 

minor ground disturbance or vegetation 

crushing, and burn piles in these areas would be 

visible for 3-5 years following treatment.” EA 

pp. 282-83.  And, in finding no significant 

impact and noting that 47,000 acres of the 

project area is within the Absaroka Inventoried 

Roadless Area, the Forest Service noted, 

“[H]owever, past management activities such as 

timber harvest, vegetation management, and fire 

management have had strong impacts on the 

natural appearance of the area.”  DN-FONSI p. 

33 

Quartz Haugen 

Precommercial 

Thinning  

(2010) 

Lolo 126 acres. DM p. 2 

 

(119 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(1)(ii) “Approximately 126 acres (3 percent) of the 

thinning would occur within the developed 

portion of two inventoried roadless areas (54 

acres within the Marble Point IRA and 72 acres 

within the Stark Mountain IRA), which have 

been substantially altered by past road 

construction and timber harvest.  The treatment 

areas within the IRAs are 20 year old clearcuts 

that are accessed by existing National Forest 

system roads.  Precommercial thinning small 

diameter trees within existing clearcuts is not 

predicted to affect the existing roadless 

characteristics of the IRAs because these areas 

are currently substantially altered.  Treatments 

would not preclude future designation or 

management as wilderness and would accelerate 

stands to maturity and thus reduce the 

appearance of past even-aged harvest 

treatments.”  DM pp. 2-3. 

Cedar-Thom 

(2015) 

Lolo 1200 acres. See ROD p. 

9. 

 

(1305 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(1)(ii), 

(b)(4) 

“Proposed harvest on about 203 acres in the 

IRA...would leave cut stumps, which would 

remain for several decades as evidence of 

harvest activities...However, thinning activities 
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with tree removal primarily conducted by a 

helicopter would leave the stand with a more 

open appearance, but it would not likely be very 

noticeable to the casual observer.  The more 

open stand conditions would be consistent with 

historic stand conditions, prior to the advent of 

fire suppression activities.  So although stumps 

of cut trees would be evident to observers on the 

ground within the treatment areas, the overall 

natural and undeveloped character would, for 

the most part, remain unchanged.”  EIS p. 3-288. 

Antimony 

(2012) 

Lolo 61 acres. See DN-

FONSI p. 14. 

 

(1 acre reported) 

294.13(b)(1)(ii) “Although project activities (e.g. prescribed fire, 

slashing performed with chainsaws) could 

temporarily reduce the feeling of solitude during 

the time of implementation, there would be no 

long-term effects to the roadless characteristics 

of the IRAs [].” DN-FONSI p. 15 

“The pre-slashing of small diameter trees prior 

to burning on about 61 acres in Unit 35A-35E to 

protect large overstory trees from fire-induced 

mortality would also have no noticeable effect 

on the roadless character.  Slashing would be 

accomplished by hand with chainsaws.  Because 

cut stumps of typically less than seven inches in 

diameter and slashed material would generally 

break down after a few years following burning 

there would be no long-term effect on apparent 

naturalness...Cumulatively, the current roadless 

characteristics and wilderness suitability of the 

Maple Peak Inventoried Roadless Area would 

not be affected by this project because: 1) 

activities proposed inside the Maple Peak 

Inventoried Roadless Area are of short duration; 

do not disturb the ground in areas previously 

unaltered by human activity; and prescribed 

burning mimics a natural disturbance process 
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under controlled circumstances; and 2) activities 

proposed outside the Maple Peak roadless area 

would occur within areas that have been 

previously developed on both Forest Service and 

private lands.”  EA pp. 64-65. 

Tenmile South 

Helena 

(2017) 

Helena-

Lewis and 

Clark 

5,359 acres. See ROD p. 

5 

 

(3,351 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(1)(ii) “The anticipated effects of treatments that allow 

cutting of small diameter trees in roadless areas 

in the Tenmile-South Helena project area are 

expected to be within the exceptions [identified 

in the column to the left].”  EIS p. 942 (Vol. 2).  

“[T]he effect from Alternative 4 is expected to 

be minor and short term, and no [roadless] 

characteristic is expected to experience a 

degrading trend.”  EIS p. 969. For impacts to 

ecological processes, “There would be 

consequently less impact to naturalness from 

human manipulation of the environment than in 

Alternative 2 and slightly more than in 

Alternative 3 in Jericho Mountain.  However, 

unnatural condition would continue to prevail 

over more the roadless expanse than in 

Alternative 2 due to lack of intervention.  The 

effects of the mountain pine beetle epidemic 

would continue in a large portion of the area 

along with associated impacts to the natural 

ecosystem.  The potential of negative post-

wildfire impacts would be more likely than in 

Alternative 2, but less than in Alternatives 1 and 

3...Stumps from the hand slashing of generally 

small diameter trees may remain visible for 

several seasons following the prescribed 

fire...Evidence of development and use would be 

present in the short term in the form of burn 

piles, active harvest management, and 

brushing/limbing and skid trails for machinery 

access to units.”  EIS p. 970.  Cumulative effects 
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with Telegraph project: “The long-term impacts 

of other ongoing and reasonably foreseeable 

activities, such as noxious weed treatment and 

vegetation projects, when added to the activities 

proposed in the Tenmile-South Helena Project, 

have the potential to cumulatively impact the 

natural and undeveloped characteristics by 

causing changes to the scenic qualities within 

the project area and creating a setting where 

resource modifications and utilization practices 

are evident.  Most of these effects would 

ultimately be beneficial because they would 

increase the resiliency of forest conditions and 

reduce the risk of potential negative impacts 

from wildfire, therefore maintaining the roadless 

and wilderness qualities that are currently valued 

by the public.”  EIS p. 973.   “Long-term, the 

action alternatives would have a neutral to 

positive impact on roadless values by improving 

some components of the natural and 

undeveloped attributes, such as improved 

functioning of the natural ecosystem.”  EIS p. 

975. 

Telegraph 

Vegetation 

Project 

(2017) 

Helena-

Lewis and 

Clark 

346 acres. See ROD p. 

15 

 

(579 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(1)(ii) “The action alternatives would potentially have 

no long-term effect on wilderness attributes of 

the roadless expanse....A certain amount of 

short-term downward effect on the natural, 

undeveloped and opportunities for solitude or 

primitive and confined recreation attributes 

would be noticeable, due to the human 

manipulation of the environment, visually 

apparent management activities, and temporary 

displacement of visitors.”  FEIS p. 820.  On 

long-term ecological processes: “[D]ue to the 

MBP epidemic and decades of fire suppression, 

ecological processes have departed from what 
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would have historically taken place on this 

landscape thus, the current state of this attribute 

is degrading.” FEIS p. 826.  “The impact of 

human activity is present on much of the area.  

Past mining, recent reclamation, firewood 

cutting, recreation use, private land and access 

and some past harvest and fuels activities are a 

few examples of what has contributed to 

defining the degree to which development and 

uses are apparent to most visitors and departure 

from the undeveloped characteristic within the 

IRA. FEIS p. 828.  “Since the 1986 analysis of 

roadless lands, the Helena National Forest, 

consistent with Forest Plan direction, has 

completed harvest and fuels activities within the 

roadless expanse....These activities have also 

contributed to some evidence of human 

activity.” FEIS pp. 831-32.  “The Electric Peak 

roadless expanse, bordering the project area to 

the south, as a higher base level of natural and 

undeveloped qualities than does the Jericho 

roadless expanse.  Activities that have altered 

natural processes, including evidence of past and 

present human activities such as mineral or 

logging activities or development activities, are 

minimal within the Electric Peak roadless 

expanse.”  FEIS p. 832.  No action alternative: 

“In the event of a wildfire due to continuing 

high fuel loads and mortality associated with the 

MBP outbreak and the roadless resources could 

be at risk to irretrievable outcomes....”  FEIS p. 

835.  “Management treatments are a form of 

‘modern human control or manipulation’ and 

would to some extent affect the ‘untrammeled’ 

and natural character within the roadless areas.  

There is disagreement about whether the effects 
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of additional management actions such as 

prescribed fire (i.e., trammeling) to correct the 

effects of previous management actions such as 

the suppression of natural fire is appropriate [].  

FEIS p. 839.  “Within units proposed with a 

prescription of clearcut there are no other 

options due to the high levels of mortality.”  

FEIS p. 842.  “Slashing, burning, mechanical 

rearrangement of fuels and regeneration harvest 

could potentially impact components of natural 

processes and resources, including soils, 

botanical resources, and wildlife in the short 

term...In the long term, forest health and 

resiliency would be most improved over the 

other alternatives due to the development of a 

less homogenous forest, more diversity of 

species, and a mosaic of age classes...Due to 

these proposed treatments [clearcut], human 

manipulation of the environment, or trammeling, 

would be the greatest under this alternative.”  

FEIS pp. 843-44.  “Evidence of development 

and use would be present in the short term in the 

form of burn piles, active harvest management, 

and bushing/limbing and skid trails for 

machinery access to units...Removal or cutting 

of trees would create evidence of use such as 

tree stumps in some areas and would be greater 

in alternative 4 than 2 and 3.  This evidence 

would be evident on 7 percent of the entire 

roadless expanse.  The remaining portion of the 

roadless expanse would remain in its current 

state.”  FEIS p. 844.  Past timber harvesting and 

road construction contributed to the existing 

condition of roadless expanse, creating an area 

where human activity is evident, and there is 

only moderate existing potential for most 
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wilderness attributes.  These proposed 

treatments would have the potential to maintain 

or restore the characteristics of ecosystem 

composition and structure by reducing the risk 

of uncharacteristic wildfire effects within the 

Jericho Mountain roadless expanse.”  FEIS p. 

846 

Hogum  

(2011) 

Helena-

Lewis and 

Clark 

DM does not specify. 

 

(793 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(1)(ii) “[T]he project will improve the characteristics of 

the Roadless Area.”  DM p. 2.  “Timber cutting 

in the roadless area is consistent with the 2001 

Roadless Rule exception [noted in the left 

column] because it will slash (timber cut) 

generally small diameter trees prior to 

prescribed burning for the purpose of restoring 

ecosystem composition and structure; and one or 

more roadless area characteristics will be 

maintained or impoved...[T]he extent of the 

timber cutting was based on what was necessary 

to reintroduce fire and restore ecosystem 

components.” DM p. 3.   

Roadside 7  

(Jul. 2014) 

Beaverhead-

Deerlodge 

203 acres. DM p. 8 

 

(203 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(2) “The activities will occur within a narrowly 

specified corridor (up to 150 feet of existing 

road edges), where existing roadless values are 

low.  Reasons contributing to this existing low 

roadless value include: motorized use occurring 

in close proximity to these acres, previous 

timber harvest, and other development and use 

that currently degrades the roadless value.  The 

existing roadless value of the approximately 203 

total acres within IRA proposed for hazard tree 

removal is thus considered low and...will not 

further degrade these values.  Furthermore the 

magnitude of the area within IRAs where hazard 

trees are to be removed is less than one half of 

one percent in each of the IRAs.  As such, 

negligible effects to the roadless and wilderness 
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attributes of these IRAs are predicted as a result 

of this decision.  DM p. 8 

Little Belt 

Roadside 

Hazard Tree 

Removal 

(2014) 

Helena-

Lewis and 

Clark 

Unclear.  A decision 

notice signed in 2012 

noted 1,238 acres in 

roadless areas.  A 2014 

decision notice 

modified the project 

without explicitly 

discussing whether the 

modification extended 

to roadless areas. 

(no roadless disclosed) 

294.13(b)(2) No-action alternative: “Dead and dying trees 

would remain standing until natural conditions 

felled the trees or they were removed by the 

public for firewood.  The removal of hazard 

trees for firewood could result in several impacts 

including undesirable slash accumulations and 

illegal off-route travel.”  EA p. 50.  “The felling, 

and removal within IRAs, of hazard trees could 

slightly degrade the natural character of the 

IRAs and WSA.  This impact would be minimal 

because the treatments would only occur within 

150 feet on either side of the roads.  Further, 

proposed management activities may be less of 

an impact to the natural character than the 

presence of the roads themselves, which are 

located within or adjacent to the IRAs and 

WSA.  The removal of hazard trees would 

initially create stumps and slash within 1 ½ tree-

lengths of Forest roads.  The landing areas 

where slash had been piled and chipped, 

removed, or burned would also appear unnatural 

for a period of about five years until new 

vegetation covers the landscape.”  EA p. 52.  

“Alternative 2 would only slightly impact the 

undeveloped character of the IRAs and 

WSA...The existence of the roads themselves 

may have a greater impact on the undeveloped 

character than the removal of adjacent hazard 

trees.”  EA p. 52.  “There would be no 

irreversible or irretrievable commitments with 

either of the two action alternatives because new 

trees and other vegetation would grow in those 

areas where hazard trees had been removed.  EA 

p. 53. 
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Beaver/Soup 

Habitat 

Enhancement 

Helena-

Lewis and 

Clark 

Unclear because 

“[a]bout 1,577 acres of 

the...Devils Tower 

IRA...and 717 acres of 

the...Middleman/Hedges 

IRA...will receive a 

combination of 

treatments.” DM p. 1. 

 

(1364 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(2) Treatments selected “to increase key habitat for 

local wildlife communities and to promote 

diverse landscape patterns similar to those under 

natural fire disturbances.”  DM p. 1.  “Activities 

are designed to maintain or restore the 

characteristics for ecosystem composition and 

function and will maintain or improve roadless 

character with the anticipated diversity of plan 

and animal communities after treatment.”  DM 

p. 8. 

Cutoff 

(2010) 

Lolo 323 acres. See DN p. A-

5. 

 

(328 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(2) “[T]hese activities will not affect the 

undeveloped character or lead to any permanent 

structures on the landscape of the IRAs.  

Although project activities (e.g. aerial ignition of 

prescribed fire, slashing performed with 

chainsaws) could temporarily reduce the feeling 

of solitude during the time of implementation, 

there would be no long-term effects to the 

roadless characteristics of the IRAs.”  DN-

FONSI p. A-5 through A-6.  “Because cut 

stumps of typically less than seven inches in 

diameter and slashed material would generally 

break down after a few years following burning 

there would be no long-term effects on apparent 

naturalness.”  EA p. 37.   

Rennic Stark 

(2013) 

Lolo Unspecified. See EA pp.  

15-38 (describing 

alternative) and pp. 143-

146 (describing number 

of acres planned for 

prescribed burning, but 

not mentioning acres of 

trees to be cut) 

(100 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(2) Developed areas of IRA “currently do not meet 

criteria for placement on potential wilderness 

inventory...because they contain forest roads and 

past harvest, which are visually evident on the 

landscape.”  EA p. 143.  But, “Alternative 2 

would not reduce the existing capability of this 

IRA to be suitable for wilderness 

recommendation.”  EA p. 145. 
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South Fork 

Fish 

(2010) 

Lolo 430 acres. See DN p. 16 

(87 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(2) “[T]hese activities will not affect the 

undeveloped character or lead to any permanent 

structures on the landscape of the 

IRAs...Treatments will enhance the natural 

integrity, apparent naturalness and remoteness 

for both IRAs....”  DN-FONSI p. 17.  “Fire 

exclusion has resulted in ecological conditions 

(vegetation characteristics, fuel composition, 

and fire frequency, severity, and pattern) that 

depart from the estimated natural range of 

variability...Without fire as a disturbance agent 

that influences stand succession, the forested 

lands are shifting towards uniform, overstocked 

stands dominated by shade tolerant species.”  

EA p. 118.  “Treatments would reshape and 

open vegetation communities to provide a fuels 

break for managing future unplanned wildfire or 

proposed ignited prescribed fire.” EA p. 4 
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Sparring Bull 

(2012) 

Kootenai 11 acres.  ROD p. 11. 

 

(11 acres reported) 

294.13(b)(2) No action: “Since no new management actions 

are authorized, Wilderness characteristics would 

be maintained under this alternative.” EIS p. 

234.  “Harvest of Unit 13 (11 acres) within the 

Cabinet West IRA would have some short-term 

affects to the natural and undeveloped 

attributes of the area with evidence of stumps 

and saw cuts as well as temporary trails 

associated with the harvest and fuels treatments.  

However, these are not permanent effects and 

over time the appearance would recover as 

vegetation and other natural effects reduce the 

initial impacts...Reducing the fuels through 

harvesting of the dead and dying trees in this 

stand would reduce the potential for 

uncharacteristic wildfire, which could spread 

to/from both the adjacent private lands and/ort 

he more remote locations of this IRA...Overall 

effects to the whole of the Cabinet West IRA 

would be minimal...0.00089 percent of the total 

IRA area.  EIS p. 236. 
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November 18, 2019 
 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
USDA Forest Service 
P.O. Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 

Via mail 
 
 
Dear Forest Service,  
 
Please notify us by mail of all actions regarding this proposed rule, in accordance with 40 C.F.R.  
1506.6. If there is an email list, please add gary@friendsoftheclearwater.org and 
katie@friendsoftheclearwater.org to the list. 
 
We strongly advise the Forest Service to choose the no-action alternative and leave the national 
roadless rule in place. We don’t support a state-specific roadless rule for Alaska. We don’t 
support exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(2001 Roadless Rule). The Forest Service should instead manage the American public’s roadless 
acreage as if the American public owns it, and not Idaho residents (for the Idaho Roadless Rule), 
Colorado residents (for the Colorado Roadless Rule), or Alaska residents. All Americans own 
the Tongass National Forest as equally as they do the Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forests in 
Idaho.  
 
Research our organization conducted last year on the Forest Service’s management of roadless 
areas illustrated the damaging degree to which the Idaho Roadless Rule is having an impact on 
Idaho Roadless Areas. While our research also demonstrated that the 2001 Roadless Rule is 
doing a poor job of protecting roadless areas in Montana because of how the Forest Service there 
has chosen to interpret the national rule, all alternatives presented for this new rule increase 
logging and roadbuilding, making the 2001 Roadless Rule the least damaging alternative. 
Contrary to the Forest Service’s assertions, opening up the Tongass to logging interests is neither 
a “long-term” nor “durable” approach to managing the largest national forest that Americans 
own. We are including our report and appendices with this comment because they are relevant to 
this consideration in terms of how state-specific roadless areas play out, and issues this DEIS has 
not accounted for with the 2001 Roadless Rule. We are also including two spreadsheets from 
Region 1’s NEPA roadless coordinator on logging and roadbuilding in Idaho and Montana 

 

     Friends of the Clearwater 
PO Box 9241 Moscow, ID 83843 

Phone (208) 882-9755   
www.friendsoftheclearwater.org 
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roadless areas since 2008. We incorporate those materials by reference into this comment 
because it provides a context that supports some of our below objections.  
 
The Forest Service has oversimplified its definition of “old growth,” which in turn misleads the 
public and inappropriately minimizes its assessment of how many acres of intact ecosystems 
would be lost with the implementation of the proposed rule. In the DEIS, the Forest Service has 
defined “old-growth forest” as “[t]he usually late successional stage of forest development,” and 
“second-growth forest” or “young-growth forest” as “[t]rees that cover an area after the removal 
of the original stand, as by cutting or fire.” But, the Forest Service’s Pacific Northwest Research 
Station has recognized that the definition, which originated from foresters in days of logging and 
defined forests at least 150 years old, is out-of-date: 
 

Most scientists now agree, though, that the term “old-growth forests” actually 
includes forests in many stages of development, and forests that differ widely in 
character with age, geographic location, and disturbance history. 

 
USDA 2003. Old-growth exists in a larger context of roadless areas, where natural 
processes govern. 
 

The landscape is the result of small and large disturbances, and differences in site 
conditions such as soil and slope. Because disturbances shape the pattern, it 
should be no surprise that the pattern changes over time.  

 
USDA 2003. The important part of this equation is the undisturbed ecosystems and their 
landscapes. 
 
The Forest Service represented that it anticipates harvesting 24,000 acres of “old growth” over 
the next 25 years based on the forest plan. DEIS Chap 3, p. 48.1 But, discussing acres lost in 
terms of “old growth” and “second growth” masks the issue because it does not account for the 
total roadless acreage impacted by human activities and obfuscates high-quality information that 
the public needs for meaningful review. The agency should instead disclose how many roadless 
acres it would expect to impact based on the life of this forest plan over the next 10 years. Any 
logging in a roadless area is likely logging that will impact previously undisturbed ecosystems. 
And there is no account of the future landscapes that will be directly lost or indirectly impacted 
by fragmentation. Because we presume nature largely governs the disturbance processes in 
roadless areas, the agency should be discussing acreage impacted in terms of intact roadless 
acreage. How many roadless acres does the agency expect to log over the life of the current 
forest plan? How does that impact your wildlife analysis? What are the indirect impacts if 
logging is dispersed and fragments the land? 
 
We are skeptical that the projections offered by the Forest Service “over the next 25 years” are 
reliable because forest plans should be revised every 10-15 years. In the DEIS for the preferred 
alternative, the Forest Service stated that it anticipated harvesting 24,000 acres of its definition of 
“old growth” over the next 25 years, based on the forest plan. DEIS Chap 3, p. 48. But, forest 
plans shouldn’t last for 25 years, and the Forest Service revised this last forest plan calculating 
the suitable timber base when roadless areas were off limits to include in that timber base. In the 

                                        
1 There is no discussion of disturbances, other than logging, that might eliminate what the Forest Service considers 
to be old growth.  
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next forest plan revision, will the agency recalculate the suitable timber base using roadless 
acreage? If the Forest Service calculates its logging based on what’s available, as it presumably 
has in the last forest plan, the next forest plan likely will allow for an incredible increase in 
logging. That will render the DEIS’s prediction insidious and an inaccurate underestimate. The 
2001 Roadless Rule likely serves as a check on the timber harvests in forest plans, and that 
would be eliminated. The Forest Service needs to honestly disclose that impact to the public. 
And that number needs to be discussed in terms of the impacts to each of the sensitive species on 
the forest.  
 
Permanently loosening a preservation rule releases a logging floodgate from which the public 
has little recourse when these representations unfold to more greatly benefit resource extraction. 
For example, as highlighted in our Roadless Report, the Forest Service expected only 15,000 
acres of roadless to be harvested in the first 15 years of the Idaho Roadless Rule. The Forest 
Service claimed that “[t]he rule does not authorize the building of a single road or the cutting of a 
single tree,”2 and proclaimed, much like this DEIS, a commitment to roadless while allowing 
local management. “Local management” is logging. But, as of last year, a decade into Idaho’s 
Roadless Rule, the Forest Service had a preliminary accounting of 18,000 acres harvested in 
Idaho Inventoried Roadless areas, and our organization confirmed 15,000 of those acres with the 
information to which we had access.3 So, minimally, the Forest Service achieved selling off 
timber in roadless areas in 2/3 of that projected time, but the Forest Service may likely have 
surpassed that number. And now the Idaho Roadless Rule has had a greater impact than 
predicted, to the benefit of those who benefit from logging. This course is not reversible, and it is 
not easily correctable. Below is some on-the-ground monitoring our organization has done in one 
such logging project in Idaho’s West Fork Crooked River Inventoried Roadless Area: 
 

 

                                        
2 73 Fed. Reg. 61456, 61456 (Oct. 16, 2008).   
3 See Completed Idaho RR projects from Region 1 NEPA-roadless coordinator 8-24-17.  
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Yes, the agency still technically categorizes the acres in this picture as part of an “inventoried 
roadless area,” which highlights the inaccuracies with the agency’s cumulative effects analysis in 
this DEIS.  
 
We have no confidence that the agency has an accurate, national accounting of roadless areas 
that still have roadless characteristics. Without this baseline, any cumulative impacts analysis 
will be completely inaccurate. The Forest Service itself acknowledges that not all roadless areas 
have roadless characteristics. In Alternative 2, the agency proposed removing “approximately 
113,000 acres from roadless designation that have been substantially altered as identified by 
known prior road construction or timber harvest including both development and non-
development of LUDs.” See DEIS Executive Summary p. 7.   
 
There are several reasons why counting all inventoried roadless acreage as acreage with roadless 
characteristics overestimates the remaining roadless acreage on our national forests. These 
reasons are described in our Roadless Report, but we highlight a few here. First, the 2001 
Roadless Rule used the Roadless Area Review Evaluation (RARE II) for its base. After the 
1970s RARE II but before the 2001 Roadless Rule, roadless areas were open for logging so long 
as the Forest Service conducted a proper environmental impact analysis. This is why the 2001 
Roadless Rule makes an exception for logging in a roadless area if the area had already been 
logged prior to the effective date of the rule.4 So there are some areas technically classified as 
“roadless” that do not have roadless characteristics because they have been logged and roaded. 
Second, the Idaho Roadless Rule only allows the Chief of the Forest Service to modify 
substantially altered portions of roadless areas. So, portions of Idaho roadless areas that have 
been logged are still categorized as “Idaho inventoried roadless areas,” whether or not they 
actually have roadless characteristics, until modified by the head of the Forest Service. And, as 
you can see above, some or many of these projects have likely destroyed roadless characteristics, 
and the Forest Service has not recognized that, much less accounted for it.  
 
Finally, as we found with our investigation into Montana, the Forest Service has utilized 2001 
Roadless Rule exceptions such as cutting trees for “habitat improvement” to log roadless areas, 
over 30,000 acres to be precise.5 And this was just in Montana. While we investigated Idaho and 
Montana, we did not look into the Colorado Roadless Rule or the Forest Service’s management 
of any other U.S. state, so there is uncertainty with the roadless bases elsewhere. But, from what 
we found on the national forests in Montana, the 2001 Roadless Rule may not be as protective as 
anyone believes it to be. More importantly for this rule proposal, our research demonstrates that 
the Forest Service does not have an updated national inventory of roadless areas that have 
roadless characteristics. Without that inventory, the Forest Service’s cumulative impacts for 
removing over nine million acres from the nation’s roadless base will have likely greater 
cumulative impacts than reckoned.  
 

                                        
4 See 66 Fed. Reg. 3244, 3273 (section 294.13(b)(4). Even the Idaho Roadless Rule may not have started with an 
accurate accounting because it, too, makes exceptions for further logging in roadless areas under the Backcountry 
Restoration Theme (which is the designation for most Idaho roadless areas) with substantially altered characteristics 
from logging prior to the date the Idaho Roadless Rule was passed. These exceptions are designed to address out-of-
date, on-the-ground realities.  
5 See spreadsheet “MT Projects in IRAs_2001_without graphs 2008 to present_R1 NEPA roadless coordinator.” 
While the spreadsheet reported approximately 24,000 acres, we confirmed over 30,000 acres through NEPA 
documents accessible online.   
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By removing so many acres of roadless, this rule would create a dangerous precedent. The 
agency’s DEIS already acknowledged other states are considering this, too—if the Forest Service 
can remove the Tongass for Alaska, what happens when other states come forward with their 
own rules that allow logging in roadless? Why wouldn’t Utah then be allowed to remove its 
roadless base? Or Wyoming? Or any other state with roadless areas to be exploited by logging 
that are smaller than the Tongass National Forest? What is to stop all of the other states from 
following suit and for the United States to lose its entire roadless acreage? 
 
For the reasons above, of the options analyzed, we only support the no-action alternative and 
leaving the 2001 Roadless Rule in place in Alaska.  
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

                   
Gary Macfarlane      Katie Bilodeau 
Ecosystem Defense Director     Staff Attorney 
Friends of the Clearwater     Friends of the Clearwater 
P.O. Box 9241       P.O. Box 9241 
Moscow, ID  83843      Moscow, ID  83843 
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A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q R S T U V W X Y
Forest/ 
Grassland

Project Name Roadless Area Type of activity Acres Exception 
Applied

NEPA 
Decision

Timber 
Harvest 
(acres)

Regen 
Harvest 
(acres)

Rx Burn 
(Acres

Road 
Const/Rec
onst 
(miles)

Road mtc. 
(miles)

Road 
Decom. 
(miles)

Mining 
Approved 
(acres)

Boundary 
Change 
(acres)

Motorized 
Trails (miles 
+/-)

Facilities 
(acres +/-) 
specify

Other (acres) 
specify

Approval 
level

Brief before 
scoping

Brief Before Release of NEPA Doc. Brief before Dec. Brief Prior to 
Award

Objection/Liti
gation

Notes

Bitterroot Westside Selway Bitterroot Prescribed burning 157 NA 3/1/2017 0 0 157 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Briefing Paper Dated 6/8/11
Bitterroot Como Forest Health Selway Bitterroot Prescribed burning 72 NA 1/1/2016 0 0 72 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

B-D Birch-Willow-Lost Call Mountain/East 
Pioneer

slash, lop/scatter, underburn 2821 294.13( b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2012 1000 0 2000 0 0 0.4 0 0 +0.4 0 0 Briefing Paper Dated 6/8/11

B-D Finley Basin 
Exploration

Flint Range Mining POO 1 NA 12/1/2014 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

B-D Trapper Creek East Pioneer (1-
008B)/Cattle Gulch 
(1-010)

slash small diameter conifers on 3400 
acres encourage aspen and maintain 
sagebrush parks

3400 294.13( b)(1)(ii) 12/1/2016 3400 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 2/25/2010 
approved to 
scope 

11/8/11 Approved to move 
forward

B-D Smuggler Mine 
POO

Middle Mountain 
Tobacco Roots (1-
013)

A small number of small diameter 
aspens to create a portal and waste 
rock staging area on 1/2 acre

1 NA 1/1/2010 1 1 0 0 0.5 0 1 0 0 0 0 Sec Scoping 
complete 
10/22/09

5/26/10 Continue work internally on 
Alternatives and prepare briefing paper 
for WO.  Do not go to public until the RO 
gives approval to do so

B-D MBG Trail West Big Hole 5.2 miles of non-motorized trail 
construction

10 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2011 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5.2 miles new 
nonmotorized 
trail 
construction

FS Good to go 7/12/10, decision 
(EA) expected early Aug.

B-D Roadside 7 (O) West Pione (1-006C 
& 1-006D), Saginaw 
Ck (1-004), West Big 
Hole (1-943D), Tash 
Peak (1-005)

Hazard Tree removal 203 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2015 203 0 0 0 7.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 Briefing Paper dated 7/3/14

B-D Ellis Peak Comm 
Site (O)

Install communication site on Ellis Peak 1 NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Briefing Paper dated 3/18/09

B-D Crockett Lake 
Whitebark Pine 
Demonstration

Cherry Lakes; Sheep 
Mountain

30 acre whitebark demonstration 
project -- cut, pile and burn all conifers 
within 66 feet in 30 acres

30 294.13(b)(1)(i) 1/1/2016 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

B-D Rebel Claims 
Exploration

Quigg (01807) Dig 8 test trenches from 40 to 180 feet 
long

1 NA 1/1/2016 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

B-D Roadside 6 Freezout Mountain; 
Big Horn Mountain

Hazard tree removal along 
approximately 2 miles of road

25 294.13(b)(2) 10/31/2016 25 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

B-D Forest-wide Aspen 
Restoration

All  Conifer removal and burning for aspen 
restoration

294.13( b)(1)(ii)

C-G West Fork 
(Beartooth Front 
Storm Damage)

Burnt Mountain; 
Red Lodge Creek 
Hellroaring

timber cutting, w/out products 181 ac 182 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2012 181 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 1/12/2010 Approval to move 
forward, add discussion of 
alt in Decision

1/12/2010 
Approved for 
contract

C-G Forest-wide Aspen 
Restoration

All 14 IRAs on the 
Gallatin

Aspen Restoration; girdling, thinning, 
burning

500 294.13( b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2014 500 0 200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

C-G Sweet Grass Deek Ck sub-unit of 
North Absaroka

Restoration and resiliency 10,000 294.13( b)(1)(ii) ??? 10,000 0 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Briefing paper dated 5/10/13

C-G Suce Creek North Absaroka Aspen Restoration 40 294.13( b)(1)(ii) 1/25/2015 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Briefing paper dated 9/12/13

C-G BMW Gallatin Fringe timber cutting, w/product 200 ac 200 294.13( b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2010 200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 1/12/2010 Approval to move 
forward

1/12/2010Nee
d to touch 
base before 
implementatio
n

C-G Watkins Creek Lionhead Emulate LWD in Watkins creek 13 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2010 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 CE 5/20/10 Approved 11/28/11 Brief before release of SFEIS 
and ROD.  Approved to move forward

C-G Lonesome Wood Lionhead 25 ac. Rx burning with slashing, 295 
ac. Of thinning <6", 50 ac.of thinning 
samll diamter

370 294.13(b)(4); 
294.13(b)(2)

1/1/2013 370 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 5/20/10 
Approved for 
scoping.  Be 
sure indicated 
it is in IRA.  
Work with tom 
and Joan on 
effects 
analysis.  Brief 
agqain piroir to 
release of DEIS

082710 approved 1 unit 
requiring RF approval 3 units 
require chiefs redelegation 
since in a substantially 
altered area. 

C-G West Paradise timber cutting for RX fire ?? 3171 NA ?? 0 0 3171 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 1/12/2010 
Approved for 
scoping

C-G Nevoro mineral 
exploration

North Absaroka 8 drill sites in IRA with incidental tree 
cutting

1 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2012 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Under-sec 
submitted 
to WO 
7/19/10 - 
Approved 
11/02/10

Briefing paper dated 7/21/2010
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Projects in IRAs
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A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O P Q R S T U V W X Y
Forest/ 
Grassland

Project Name Roadless Area Type of activity Acres Exception 
Applied

NEPA 
Decision

Timber 
Harvest 
(acres)

Regen 
Harvest 
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Rx Burn 
(Acres

Road 
Const/Rec
onst 
(miles)

Road mtc. 
(miles)

Road 
Decom. 
(miles)

Mining 
Approved 
(acres)

Boundary 
Change 
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Motorized 
Trails (miles 
+/-)

Facilities 
(acres +/-) 
specify

Other (acres) 
specify

Approval 
level

Brief before 
scoping

Brief Before Release of NEPA Doc. Brief before Dec. Brief Prior to 
Award

Objection/Liti
gation

Notes

24

25

26

27
28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

C-G Premium mineral 
exploration

North Absaroka 11 drill sites in IRA with incidental tree 
cutting

1 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2010 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Under-sec 
submitted 
to WO 
7/19/10 - 
Approved 
11/02/10

Decision made June 7, 2011 Briefing paper dated 7/21/2010

C-G Long Mt. Fuels 1 mile shadeed fuelbreak DM signed 
in 2004

7/30/10 Move 
forward with 
implementing

Not in RF office, nor on O drive 8.19.14

DPG Bell Lake Rd 
Reconstruction

Bell Lake road reconstruction 10 294.12(b)(7) 1/1/2015 0 0 0 2.22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Chief Scoped May 
2012 and 
March 2013

Briefing Paper dated 4/9/13

DPG West Allotment 
Fence (O)

Sheyenne riparian fence 1 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2010 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Briefing paper dated 8/24/09

DPG Upton 12-2 (O) Road Construction
Flathead Soldier Addition I & 

II
Bear-Marshall-
Scapegoat-Swan

4 acres of hand fuel around exisiting 
electronic site

1333 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2012 1 0 1333 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 4/5/2010 approved to move 
forward with decision.  
Expected decision date late 
April/Early May

Briefing Paper dated 11/28/11

Flathead Sptted Bear River 
Project

Bear-Marshall-
Scapegoat-Swan

433 acres of prescribed fire with 
slashing

436 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2012 5 0 436 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 7/26/10 No IRA comments in scoping.  
Decision expected mid to late August.  
Brief before decision.  Send decision 
doc into Joan for review prioir to 
signing.

Briefing Paper dated June 2011

Flathead Mission Upland 
Burn

Mission Mtn 
Wilderness (1502)

172 ac prescribed burning;3460  feet-
20'wide fuel break - noncommercial 
felling (4 ac) 

204 294.13(b)(2) 9/23/2011 4 0 200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 DR 11/9/2010 Briefing Paper dated 9/20/11

Flathead Moose Fire Project 
(O)

Standard Peak; 
Deadhorse Ridge

timber harvest 483 ?? 1/1/2012 483 ? 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Harvest in IRA may have been 
dropped since it was salvage and did 
not meet and exception within 2001 
Roadless Rule -- need to check on this.

HLC Alice Ck Bear-Marshall-
Scapegoat-Swan

hand slash small diameter 2823 prior 
to burning

793 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2012 793 0 793 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 7/6/11 Move forward with DM

HLC Stonewall Veg 
mgmt

Bear-Marshall-
Scapegoat-Swan & 
Lincoln

hand slashing, burning 4500 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2017 4500 0 4500 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 12/4/2009 
Approved to 
move forward.  
Will need to 
brief again 
before release 
of DEIS

briefed 7/6/11 approved to move 
forward

HLC Poorman Crater Mountain prescribed burning 2268 NA 1/1/2014 0 0 2268 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

HLC Beaver/Soup 
Habitat 
Enhancement

Devil's Tower & 
Middleman/Hedges

Hand slash small diameter trees; prior 
to RX

3976 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2014 1364 0 2612 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 DR 6/22/2012 
Send scoping 
doc to Joan

NA  Required

HLC Grassy Mt. Fuels & 
Veg 

Grassy Mountain timber cutting for RX fire 327 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2010 327 0 327 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 12/4/2009 
Approved to 
move forward.  
Will need to 
brief again 
before release 
of DEIS

HLC Telegragh 
Vegetation Project

Jericho Mtns Hand slash small diameter trees; prior 
to RX

601 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2017 579 579 22 0 1 2.4 0 0 0 0 0 DR 6/22/2012 
send scoping 
doc and NOI to 
Joan

Not required. But the Env Coor should 
review analysis (6/22/12)

Required

HLC Dalton Mtn Nevada (1606) & 
Ogden Mtn (1605)

Fuels reductons small tree thinning 
and precommercial thinning

3115 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2012 248 0 2887 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

HLC Hogum Speciman Creek hand slash small diameter 793 ac prior 
to burning

793 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2012 793 0 793 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 7/6/11 Move forward with DM

HLC Hazard Tree 
Removal Project

Timber cutting; road maintenance on 
19.25 mi of road

FS Email from Kevin dated 
8/9/2010

Maybe the sae as Forest wide 
hazardous fuels??? Not in RF office, 
nor on O drive 8.19.14  

HLC Little Belt Roadside 
Haz Tree Removal

Big Baldy, Middle 
Fork Judith, North 
Fork Smith, Spring 

Removal of Haz trees arlong roads for 
health and safety

FS 10/11/11 Brief RF before 30 
day comment - move 
forward brief after 
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60

61

62
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HLC Deadman 
Memorial Way  (O)

North Fork Smith 
(744)

road reconstruction 4 294.12(b)(4, 5) 1/1/2010 4 4 0 0.25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Sec Awaiting approval by Sec

HLC Benchmark Haz 
Fuels (O)

Bear-Marshall-
Scapegoat-Swan

hazardous fuels reduction 655 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2014 81 0 574 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

HLC Fool Creek (O) Scoping Letters only in O drive folder

HLC Castle Mtns (O) Scoping Letters only in O drive folder

HLC Tenmile South 
Helena

Jericho Mtn; 
Lazyman Gulch

hazardous fuels reduction 5915 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2018 3351 249 2564 0 20 21.9 0 0 0 0 0

Kootenai Buckhorn Burning Buckhorn Ridge 
(661)

Prescribed Burning 1776 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2014 100 0 1776 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Kootenai Montanore Cabinet East Face underground copper-silver mine 46 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2016 46 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS

Kootenai Sparring Bull Cabinet Face West 
(670)

timber cutting w/product 11 ac 11 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2010 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 2009 1/29/10 Approved to move forward to 
release EA for comments.  Need to brief 
before decision

Kootenai Galton Ten Lakes (683), 
Marston Face 
(172), Thompson 

prescribed burning and slashing in 3 
IRAs.  5.25 miles of Non-motorized 
trail construction/reconstruction

9300 294.13(b)(2) 50 0 9300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 8/6/10. approved to go forward. Send 
Joan roadless/wilderness analysis prior 
to release

Lolo Center Horse 
project (O)

Bear-Marshall-
Scapegoat-Swan 
(01485)

Hand slash small diameter trees; prior 
to RX

6545 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2018 1325 0 6545 0 0 3.2 0 0 0 0 0 FS Scoping and 
NOI sent to 
Joan 7/12 and 

Lolo Clear Creek Clear Creek (X1812) reroute 2000 feet of trail 581 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2015 1 1 580 0 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 DR 6/13/11 Incidental. Move forward

Lolo Trail Work (O) Cube Iron-Silcox 
(01784), Teepee-
Spring Creek 
(X1786), Mount 
Bushnell (01790) 
and Maple Peak 
(01141)

trail construction/reconstruction 10 NA 1/1/2010 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Lolo Antimony Maple Peak 
(01141)

slash small diameter conifers on 75 
acres, possibly girdling larger trees

61 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/1/2015 1 0 61 0 0 0.1 0 0 0 0 0 FS 3/12/2010 
approved to 

approved 6/13/2011 to release EA 
(July)

estimate decision later/11 estimate 
implementatio

  Lolo Cedar-Thom Sheep Mountain-
Stateline (01799), 
Meadow Ck-Upper 
North Fork (01302)

PA commercial timber harvest 1269 
ac., Non commercial treat. 230 acres, 
prescriber burning 6380 ac

1305 294.13(b)(1)(ii); 
294.13(b)(4)

1/1/2016 1305 270 6380 0 15 25 0 0 0 0 0 ? 5/17/10 Redo briefing paper, validate 
need for a FP amendment, decide on 
need for Sec approval, touch base again 
before release of DEIS

6/13/11 Finalize FEIS/ROD, 
have RO review. Will 
schedule a predecisional 
review too. No further touch 
base

Lolo Cutoff South Seigel-South 
Cutoff and Patrick's 
Knob Cutoff

timber cutting for RX fire 325 ac 7082 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2016 328 0 6754 0 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 FS 1/11/2010 Approved to move forward

Lolo Rennic Stark (O) Stark Mountain 
(01800)

2813 ac. Of non-commercial veg 
treatment with incidental slashing for 
burning

2813 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2015 100 0 2813 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 EA 5/17/10 
scoping began 
3/8/10 
approved to 
move forward.  
Brief again 
prioEAr to 
relase of EA 
this winter

Lolo Game Range (O) 5000 acres Rx burn 5000 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2008 0 0 5000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Letter in file from RF to FS

Lolo Chippy Creek Fire 
Salvage (O)

timber salvage and road management

Lolo South Fork Fish Burdette (01803) 
and Hoodoo 
(01301)

timber cutting for RX fire 87 ac; EMB 
on 2000 acres

2016 294.13(b)(2) 1/7/2010 87 0 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 1/11/2010 Approved to 
move forward

3/12/2010 
Dec. signed 
3/5, appeal 
period closes 
4/26

Lolo Dry Cherry EMB Cherry Peak 
(01791), Mount 
Bushnell (01790)

timber cutting for RX fire 1327 ac 1327 294.13(b)(2) 1/1/2010 927 0 1327 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 1/11/2010 
Approved to 
move forward

Lolo Quartz Haugen PCT Marble Point 
(01798), Stark 
Mountain (01800)

PCT in managed area 119 ac 119 294.13(b)(1)(ii) 1/17/2010 119 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FS 1/11/2010 
Approved to 
move forward - 
subject to 
notice and 
comment

5/17/10 Approved to mve 
forwad.--brief prioir to impl. 
Either thru appeal response 
or with another project
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65

Lolo Cougar Creek (Rock 
Ck)

Quigg (01807) prescribed fire 2106 NA 1/1/2011 0 0 2106 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

NPCW Trap Savage Upper North Fork Timber Sale
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Pacific
Northwest
Research
Station

Not all forests with old trees are scientifically defined 
as old growth. Among those that are, the variations 
are so striking that multiple definitions of old-growth 

forests are needed, even when the discussion is restricted to 
Pacific coast old-growth forests from southwestern Oregon 
to southwestern British Columbia.

Scientists understand the basic structural features of old-
growth forests and have learned much about habitat use 
of forests by spotted owls and other species. Less known, 
however, are the character and development of the live and 
dead trees and other plants. We are learning much about 
the structural complexity of these forests and how it leads to 
ecological complexity—which makes possible their famous 
biodiversity. For example, we are gaining new insights into 
canopy complexity in old-growth forests.

Old-growth forests are not places undisturbed by nature 

NEW FINDINGS ABOUT OLD-GROWTH FORESTS

I N  S U M M A R Y

for many centuries. Today’s old-growth forests developed 
along multiple pathways with many low-severity and some 
high-severity disturbances along the way. And, scientists 
are learning, the journey matters—old-growth ecosystems 
contribute to ecological diversity through every stage of 
forest development. Heterogeneity in the pathways to old-
growth forests accounts for many of the differences among 
old-growth forests.

Complexity does not mean chaos or a lack of pattern. Sci-
entists from the Pacific Northwest (PNW) Research Station, 
along with scientists and students from universities, see 
some common elements and themes in the many pathways. 
The new findings suggest we may need to change our strat-
egies for conserving and restoring old-growth ecosystems. 
As we discover greater complexity in forests than we ever 
imagined before, we will need to develop greater complexity 
in our cultural responses to forests as well.

United States
Department 
of Agriculture

Pacific Northwest
Research Station

Forest
Service http://www.fs.fed.us/pnw

Issue 4
June 2003
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What is an old-growth forest?
The question is not as simple as it may seem. The term “old 
growth” came from foresters in the early days of logging. In 
the 1970s research ecologists began using the term to describe 
forests at least 150 years old that developed a complex struc-
ture characterized by large, live and dead trees; distinctive 
habitats; and a diverse group of plants, fungi, and animals. 
Environmental groups use the term “old growth” to describe 
forests with large, old trees and no clearly visible human influ-
ences. Many forest scientists do not see the absence of human 
activity as a necessary criterion for old-growth, but there is no 
consensus on this in the scientific community. This publica-
tion focuses on a scientific perspective of old-growth forests; 
however, this viewpoint is not the only possible one.

Recently, researchers and managers from Oregon, Washing-
ton, and British Columbia held a workshop on the develop-
ment of old-growth forests in the region from southwestern 
Oregon to southwestern British Columbia. The group looked 
at what scientists have learned since the first major publication 
on ecological characteristics of old-growth forests in 1981. 
They focused on coastal Douglas-fir forests, but also included 
closely associated types such as western hemlock and Sitka 
spruce forests. “Coastal” included the area from the Pacific 
Ocean to the crest of the Cascade Range.

By using new technologies such as 
canopy cranes and laser scanning, scientists 
are learning much about canopy complexity 

and development in old-growth forests.

Of many challenging topics on the 3-day agenda, the ques-
tion of definitions was the first one the group discussed. Many 
forestry textbooks lump all old-growth forests into one stage 
of forest development. Most scientists now agree, though, 
that the term “old-growth forests” actually includes forests in 
many stages of development, and forests that differ widely in 
character with age, geographic location, and disturbance his-
tory. Even within the specified geographic area, no one defini-
tion represents the full diversity of old-growth ecosystems.

Purpose of PNW Science Update
The purpose of the PNW Science Update is to contribute 
scientific knowledge for pressing decisions about natural 
resource and environmental issues.

PNW Science Update is published several times a year by:

Pacific Northwest Research Station
USDA Forest Service
P.O. Box 3890
Portland, Oregon 97208
(503) 808-2592

Our mission is to generate and communicate scientific 
knowledge that helps people understand and make 
informed choices about people, natural resources, and 
the environment.

Valerie Rapp, writer and editor
vrapp@fs.fed.us

Send change of address information to 
pnw_pnwpubs@fs.fed.us

Probably no single definition of old-growth forests and their values will 
ever exist.

“There may never be a single, widely accepted definition of 
old growth—there are just too many strong opinions from 
different perspectives including forest ecology, wildlife ecol-
ogy, recreation, spirituality, economics, sociology,” says Tom 
Spies, research forest ecologist for PNW Research Station.

Spies and Jerry Franklin, University of Washington professor, 
developed a generic definition of old-growth forests in 1989 
for the Forest Service. The definition reads, in part: “Old-
growth forests are ecosystems distinguished by old trees and 
related structural attributes…that may include tree size, ac-
cumulations of large dead woody material, number of canopy 
layers, species composition, and ecosystem function.” Most 
scientists would now include vertical and horizontal diversity 
in tree canopy as an important attribute.

This definition of old growth is widely accepted but too gen-
eral for forest inventory or planning. Most scientists at the 
workshop thought that multiple definitions of old growth are 
needed for the diversity of forest types within the region. 
Also, they thought, old-growth definitions should be fine-
tuned to the inherent patterns and dynamics of the forest 
landscape mosaic of an area. “At best, we thought it may be 
possible to converge on a small set of definitions for inventory 
or mapping purposes,” Spies says.

Even so, when these definitions are applied, some old for-
ests might be just one large tree per acre below the required 
minimum or have too few large, down logs, and thus might 
not meet a rigid definition. “The boundaries of what defines 
old-growth forests are a lot fuzzier than we’d like,” Spies  ex-
plains. “Some young forests have elements of old growth, and 
old growth often has patches of young forest. Where fire was 
common in the past, the dominant trees have a wide range of 
ages.”

In the end, he comments, “Because we deal with complex 
ecosystems, we have to be comfortable with flexible terms and 
some ambiguity.”
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Key Findings
• Pacific coastal old-growth forests are diverse regional-

ly in both their structures and their development. The 
diversity is a result of regional differences in climate 
history, fire history, site productivity, and species com-
position. Although the forests share the same general 
definition and similar attributes such as large live and 
dead trees, the details differ and no one specific defini-
tion describes all Pacific coastal old-growth forests.

• In many old-growth forests, the dominant trees have 
a wide range of ages. This is especially true in the 
mixed-conifer and mixed-evergreen forests of south-
western Oregon, where low-intensity, frequent fires 
had an important role in forest development. Fire 
suppression is changing the character of these old-
growth forests by changing the disturbance processes 
and forest structure and composition.

• Today’s old-growth forests developed along multiple 
pathways. Some developed under open conditions 
created by multiple fires, and with different levels of 
biological legacies such as large live and dead trees. 
Others developed from closed, dense stands after a 
single major fire or other disturbance. In very wet, 
cool parts of the region, some old-growth forests de-
veloped without fire; these forests are dominated by 
shade-tolerant tree species in a mosaic of patches. 
Old-growth Douglas-fir forests occur in dryer west-
side areas where there is a history of fire.

• Mature and old Douglas-fir trees have immense capa-
bilities to renew their crowns through the process of 
epicormic branch initiation and development. Epicor-
mic branches will replace some primary branches as 
a normal process of the Douglas-fir life cycle.

• Today’s old-growth forests developed from distur-
bances and under the climate conditions of the last 
millennium. The particular composition and structure 
of these old-growth forests may not occur again under 
modern climates and disturbance regimes.

Large, old Douglas-firs develop complex crowns with broken, forked, or 
fan-shaped branches, and gaps where branches are missing.

What are we learning about canopy 
structure and development in old-
growth forests?
The variations in old-growth forests are striking. Jerry Frank-
lin summed it up this way: “Heterogeneity rules.”

The deep canopies of old-growth forests are among the more 
distinctive components of these forests, and perhaps the least 
understood because they are difficult to study. By using new 
technologies such as canopy cranes and laser scanning, scien-
tists are learning much about canopy complexity and develop-
ment in old-growth forests.

Douglas-fir is the dominant tree species in the old-growth 
forests of the lower to mid elevations of the Cascade Range 
and coastal mountains of the Pacific Northwest. Old-growth 
Douglas-fir are commonly 3 to 6 feet in diameter, and 150 
to over 250 feet tall. These huge trees usually have massive, 
complex crowns. The crowns are deep, with branches growing 
from much of the tree trunk, or bole, not just from the upper-
most trunk. The large, complex crowns of old-growth trees, 
and the processes that create these deep crowns, are important 
for the canopy diversity of the stand.

Scientists once speculated that the deep crowns of old-growth 
Douglas-firs resulted because the trees were widely spaced 
when young and grew characteristic fans of branches in their 
lower crowns. Recent studies have shown that although many 
old-growth Douglas-firs were open-grown when young or 

grew in closed-canopy but low-density stands, others grew 
in dense, closed-canopy conditions. Some kept their original 
branches, and others developed epicormic branches. Epicor-
mic branches develop from dormant buds in a tree trunk in 
response to internal hormonal controls as the tree gets taller 
and primary branch systems die. Other branches do not have 
to be damaged or lost in order for epicormic branching to oc-
cur, as was once thought.

Douglas-fir tree crowns continue to produce new branch sys-
tems even when very old, an unusual trait for a conifer spe-
cies. The trees often are able to regenerate some crown even 
after major damage, increasing the trees’ ability to survive for 
many centuries. “This is in contrast to some other tree spe-
cies,” Spies explains, “whose crown growth and development 
stop at much earlier ages.”
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Other tree species in old-growth forests also develop com-
plex crowns, but each species grows to different heights, has 
different branching structures, and so forth. Each species 
contributes a little differently to an old-growth forest. Scien-
tists do not completely understand branch development in old 
forests. They do know, however, that although the process dif-
fers among species, western redcedar, noble fir, incense cedar, 
bigleaf maple, and western hemlock all can develop complex 
crowns, especially when the trees have been damaged and 
then have regenerated parts of their crowns.

Different tree species have distinctive crown shapes−−grand fir has a com-
pact crown, Douglas-fir has large irregular branches, western redcedar has 
drooping branches, and western hemlock has long branches.

The nitrogen-fixing lichen Lobaria oregana grows in upper canopy layers 
of old-growth forests and is most often seen when it falls to the ground, as 
shown here.

Time is another factor in the biodiversity of old forests. Some 
species, such as Lobaria oregana (a canopy lichen), certain 
rare mollusks, and others, spread slowly to new habitats. After 
a major forest fire, these species may take centuries to recolo-
nize a forest.

Old-growth forests together with forests of different ages, 
structures, and sizes make up a landscape. The landscape is 
the result of small and large disturbances, and differences in 
site conditions such as soil and slope. Because disturbances 
shape the pattern, it should be no surprise that the pattern 
changes over time.

How did today’s old-growth forests 
get started and develop?
The development of old-growth forests has often been simpli-
fied into one or a few scientific stories. In the leading text-
books on forest stand dynamics, the standard model of forest 
development has only a few stages. The standard model goes 
like this: A devastating wildfire kills all or nearly all trees in 
a forest. Seeds blow in from unburned forests or dying trees, 
and new trees establish and grow over the next decade. As 
trees grow and crowd together they form dense stands that 
shade out other organisms. Trees that don’t get enough light 
die. The surviving trees grow larger, and when some of these 
large trees die from insects, disease, and wind, canopy gaps 
form that allow shade-tolerant trees and other plants to grow 
beneath the canopy. No major disturbances disrupt the for-
est for several hundred years and it slowly develops into old 
growth.

The truth is much more interesting. Simple models do not do 
justice to complex systems such as forests. “It’s impossible to 
understand and manage old growth without understanding the 
diversity of all the stages that lead to old growth,” Spies says.

Scientists have reconstructed the histories of some old-growth 
forests and found very different stories. The figure on the next 
page shows multiple pathways of development that scientists 
have found for old-growth forests in the western Oregon Cas-
cade Range. This figure would not apply exactly to forests in 

A few large, old trees do not make an old-growth forest. The 
larger context, or stand level, is what you’re aware of when 
you walk through a forest. Key structural features are the 
large, old trees, large snags, deep and intricate canopy, and 
large fallen trees. The structural complexity leads to ecologi-
cal complexity, creates many habitats, and affects the ways 
that energy and nutrients are cycled through the forest.

Old-growth canopies develop into deep, complex structures 
that can last for centuries, even though individual trees die. 
The stand-level longevity of the canopy makes it possible for 
epiphytes (plants that grow on other plants) to thrive in the 
less-shaded upper canopy layers. More than one hundred spe-
cies of mosses and lichens are found in old-growth canopies.

Red tree voles build nests at a wide range of heights through-
out the large branches of mature and old-growth Douglas-firs; 
spotted owls use the intricate canopy for cover as they hunt 
tree voles and flying squirrels, and escape their own predators. 
Many species of flies, gnats, and spiders thrive in old-growth 
canopies. Snags provide habitat for many insect species not 
found on live trees, and insect-eating birds such as the brown 
creeper and hairy woodpecker feed on the insects. Cavity-
nesting birds such as the chestnut-backed chickadee and vari-
ous woodpecker species make homes in large snags.

In Pacific coastal old-growth forests, biodiversity is expressed 
subtly through not-so-easily observed organisms such as 
fungi, lichens, mites, spiders, and bats. The amounts and dis-
tributions of live trees, snags, canopy complexity, and fallen 
trees create the intricate habitat niches that support these 
many species.
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western British Columbia or southwest Oregon. Scientists do 
not yet understand well how the relative frequency of these 
different pathways changed across the region or over the cen-
turies.

The simple version described above is shown in the center of 
the figure, with photographs for each stage and green arrows 
showing the stages of forest development. The three-step se-
quence is not wrong; however, it simplifies many changes into 
just three classes, and it is just one of many possibilities.

This figure shows some of the multiple pathways along which old-growth Douglas-fir forests developed in the central western Cascade Range. The most straight-
forward pathway, from young forest to old growth, is shown from top to bottom in the center. Low-severity fires, shown by yellow arrows, take a forest back to an 
earlier stage of forest development, although not always back to young forest. High-severity fires, shown by red arrows, take a forest back to one of two young 
forest types. Dense plantations without legacies are a forest type often created by forest management. Forest management, of course, could be used to modify the 
pathways shown.

Climax  Final self-sustaining and self-reproducing stage of 
natural forest development if no large disturbances occur.
Legacies  Biological pieces such as live and dead trees, sur-
viving seeds, spores, and animal species inherited from previous 
ecosystem on the site.
Low-severity disturbance  Small or low-intensity fires, insect 
and disease mortality, floods and sediment deposits; tree mortality 
is light to moderate.

Mature  Trees that have achieved a substantial part of their po-
tential height growth; for Douglas-fir, about 80 years.
Senescent  Very old, with little or no growth occurring, and with 
decreased ability to resist or repair damage.
Stand development  Changes in forest stand structure over 
time, through tree growth, mortality, and regeneration.
(Some definitions from: Helms, J.A., ed. 1998. The dictionary of 
forestry. Bethesda, MD: Society of American Foresters.)

Fire was a key process in most pathways, although the exact 
role of fire varied from south to north, and from coast to Cas-
cade Range. Red and yellow arrows in the figure represent 
high-severity and low-severity fires, respectively, which in a 
matter of days can change forests to another stage. Fires do 
not necessarily take a forest all the way back to the beginning, 
but create mixed forests of young, mature, and old-growth 
trees in various proportions (and thus various ecological char-
acteristics). These mixed-age forests may still be old growth 
or, depending on what happens next, may return to old-growth 
conditions in a few decades, or not for a long time.
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Regional variations in old-growth forests are particularly 
striking, even in the geographic area considered by the 
workshop scientists (see page 9). Scientists are finding that 
although forests have common elements and themes in their 
development, each old-growth forest has an individual story.

How much of the landscape was 
old-growth forest at any one time?
No large landscape was ever all old-growth forest. “The 
amounts and patterns of old-growth have varied over the cen-
turies, and one should be careful in using historical informa-
tion from one date or time period as a reference for the present 
or the future,” Spies cautions.

Pacific Northwest forests have always been in a state of 
change. Looking at just the last 10,000 years, roughly since 
the end of the last ice age, Pacific Northwest forests have 
changed continually in composition and structure. People 
influenced forests over all, or nearly all, of that time. For just 
one example, Native Americans set fires in the Willamette 
Valley, keeping much of the valley as prairie or savannah 
ecosystems. These human-started fires burned into adjacent 
foothills and, sometimes, if conditions were right, burned ex-
tensive areas in the wetter and cooler mountain forests. Light-
ning fires also occurred, although lightning fires were not as 
prevalent west of the Cascade Range as on the east side.

Extensive fires did not occur at an even pace over that time. In 
western Oregon and Washington, episodes of extensive fires 
occurred 8,000 to 10,000 years ago, and again 1,000 years 
ago, and 500 years ago. Many of today’s old-growth Douglas-
fir trees established af-
ter the extensive large 
fires that burned circa 
1400 to 1650. Large 
fires burned also in the 
1800s, in part concur-
rent with European-
American settlement.

The periods of exten-
sive fires were also 
periods of warm, dry 
climate. The circa 1400 to 1650 warm, dry period affected 
the development of current old-growth forests in possibly two 
ways. Not only was the climate conducive to the extensive 
fires, after which young forests established, but also because 
of the warm climate, Douglas-fir may have been able to estab-
lish and thrive at higher elevations than it does now.

For small areas, the amount of old-growth forest varied be-
tween 0 and 100 percent at any one time. Scientists have es-
timated historical patterns for large regions. “In the Oregon 
Coast Range, when old growth is defined as forest where the 
upper canopy is dominated by trees over 200 years old, the 
amount of old-growth is estimated to have ranged from about 
30 to 70 percent at any one time over the last several thousand 
years,” Spies says. “Fires burned in a complex mosaic of patch 
sizes from individual trees to tens of thousands of acres.”

Forest development, 
shown by blue or green 
arrows, is a continuous 
process and leads forests 
toward mature or old-
growth stages—until 
it is interrupted, which 
happens frequently in 
nature.

Many pathways can lead 
to old-growth forests. 
One trend is consistent 
among all of them—in-
creasing structural 
complexity as a forest 
develops. Pieces of old-
growth ecosystems sur-
vive wildfires, and these 
living trees, snags, and 

down logs become legacies in young forests. As forests devel-
op, small disturbances such as low-intensity fires, windstorms 
that drop a few trees, or insects and disease that kill pockets 
of trees create “character”—mosaics of young and old patches 
of trees, snags, damaged trees, small openings, shrubs, and 
herbs. These mosaics contribute to ecological diversity con-
tinuously throughout a forest’s history.

The journey matters. The multiple 
pathways that can lead to old-growth 

forests are critical for providing 
all the habitats found in natural 

Pacific Northwest forests.

“The journey matters,” agreed workshop participants. “Het-
erogeneity in the pathways to old growth may be as eco-
logically important as heterogeneity in the endpoints.” The 
multiple pathways shown in the figure on page 5 are critical 
for providing all the habitats found in natural Pacific North-
west forests.

Old-growth forests are part of a landscape of changing forests. 
In the controversies about old-growth conservation, other 
forest stages and their ecological contributions have not been 
fully appreciated. In many cases, young and mature forests 
with remnants of live or dead old-growth trees serve as good 
habitat for species such as the northern spotted owl or canopy 
lichens, which are typically associated with old forests. Small 
openings and patches of young trees make critical contribu-
tions to old-growth forests. In fact, “old” forests can contain 
almost as many young trees as “young” forests. 

In one sentence, then: many young natural forests owe much 
of their diversity to old-forest legacies—and old forests are 
equally indebted to the young forests within them.

Young managed forests may have few old-forest legacies—
but possibilities exist for managing forests to retain or 
develop legacies.
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Old growth is one component of a shifting mosaic of forest types over the landscape.

Put into percentages, these figures mean that in the range of 
the spotted owl in Oregon and Washington, about 16 percent 
of federal lands had old-growth forest in 1993 (about 35 per-
cent had mature and old forests), which is probably close to 
what occurs today, as few acres of such forests have been cut 
on federal lands since 1993. The 3 million acres of old-growth 
forests are about 7 percent of the total land base in the speci-
fied area; total land base contains all state, tribal, and private 
lands, including agricultural and residential areas.

Management implications
Nature and Native Americans changed Pacific Northwest 
forests for thousands of years, frequently with spectacular 
results. Everything that scientists learn gives them increased 
respect and appreciation for the intricacy, diversity, and beau-
ty of natural forests. Why, then, discuss management implica-
tions at all in respect to old-growth forests?

There are four main issues:
• Fire management
• Development of old-growth characteristics in forest 

plantations
• Landscape management and planning
• Old-growth protection policies

Fire management. The old forests within the reserves set 
up under the Northwest Forest Plan face two types of risk: 
sudden loss from high-severity fire, and slow loss of ecologi-
cal complexity from suppression of patchy fires, which were 
important in the development of dry types of old growth. The 
plan assumed that some old forest habitat would be lost to 
fire, but there is considerable uncertainty in estimating future 
losses to fire.

In southwest Oregon, fires were frequent and usually low in-
tensity, until the past century of fire suppression. Spies points 
out, “Without reducing understory densities in these stands 

In the Olympic Peninsula and 
North Cascade Range of Wash-
ington, old-growth stands de-
veloped in very large patches of 
discrete age classes established 
after a few large, severe fires 
that occurred in that region over 
the last 700 years. In southwest 
Oregon, estimating the amount 
of old-growth forest requires a 
different approach because fre-
quent, low-to-high-intensity fires 
resulted in a fine-grained mosaic 
of forests with trees of mixed 
ages.

Forest dynamics change from 
southwest Oregon to southwest 
British Columbia, and historical 
amounts of old growth and other 
forest stages also varied across 
the region.

Information is also incomplete 
about the processes of forest development after fire. Scien-
tists are using the Warner Creek burn in the Oregon Cascade 
Range to study one pathway for natural forest development af-
ter fires (see “Fire Recycles Old-Growth Forest” on page 11).

How much of the landscape is 
old-growth forest now?
In the 1880s many old-growth forests were cleared by Europe-
an-American settlers or were destroyed in wildfires set by set-
tlers; the exact amount cleared in that century has never been 
quantified. Scientists estimate that about half of the west-side 
old-growth forests that existed in the Pacific Northwest at the 
beginning of the 20th century have since been logged. Most 
remaining Pacific coastal old-growth forests are on federal 
lands.

Science supports the idea that 
managed forests can be complex too.

The Forest Ecosystem Management: An Ecological, Econom-
ic, and Social Assessment (“FEMAT Report,” 1993, page IV-
64) indicated that out of 18.4 million acres of federal lands in 
the range of the northern spotted owl in Oregon and Washing-
ton, about 3 million acres were multistory, medium and large 
conifer forests, the inventory category closest to the definition 
of old-growth forest. When mature forest conditions (forests 
about 80 to 200 years old) are included, which have some ele-
ments of old-growth character, the total area is roughly 6.5 
million acres.

Estimates were derived from satellite imagery, which pro-
vided information only about the upper canopy conditions. 
Detailed data about snags, fallen trees, and so forth were not 
available.
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and restoring frequent surface fires, this type of old-growth 
forest will be lost in the coming decades to insect outbreaks, 
disease, and high-severity fires.” (In the summer of 2002, the 
Biscuit fire burned across nearly 500,000 acres in southwest 
Oregon. Burning severity ranged from patchy to intense 
across the fire area, some areas within the fire perimeter were 
not burned, and millions of acres in southwest Oregon did not 
burn at all in 2002, so forest risks described by Spies still ex-
ist.)

Old-growth forests will change
even with “protection” status.

Farther north in western Oregon and Washington, fire regimes 
are mixed, a complex combination of surface fires and crown 
fires. Old-growth forests in these areas are also at risk to loss 
from both high-severity fire and lack of surface fires. Fires 
were less frequent in this area than in southwestern Oregon, 
however, so the last century of fire suppression probably has 
had little effect on forest structure and development in these 
areas. However, if fire suppression policies continue for an-
other 50 to 100 years, changes will definitely occur in many 
of these old-growth forests as well. In the rest of western 
Oregon and in western Washington, where climate is wetter, 
fires were infrequent but often more intense. In the 1800s, 
before firefighting began in earnest, forest fires in the Oregon 
Coast Range turned skies dark at mid-day, burned down the 
mountain sides to the beaches, and dropped ashes on ships out 
at sea.

“We’re not willing to let fire back in the moist west-side for-
ests the way it was before,” Spies comments. With towns and 
houses close to forests, and people and property to protect, fire 
managers will almost certainly continue policies to control 
most wildfires. Fuel levels in these forests are naturally high 
because the forests are highly productive, and large fires are 
infrequent (100- to 400-year intervals). So fire suppression 
over the last century has not changed fuel levels very much in 
these forests. Managers and communities can make choices, 
however, to carry out fuel reduction projects in such forests in 
the urban-wildland interface, depending on social needs.

Development of old-growth characteristics in forest plan-
tations. Forest plantations already cover millions of acres 
in western Oregon and Washington. Spies asks, “Will these 
dense young stands diversify naturally?” Natural processes 
will undoubtedly create gaps and variability in these stands; 
however, if this does not happen soon enough, the risk is that 
these stands will not develop as much structural diversity as 
current old-growth stands and thus will not supply the full 
range of habitats provided by current old-growth forests.

What scientists learn about the development of old-growth 
forests may be useful to managers responsible for plantations. 
Science supports the idea that managed forests can be com-
plex too. Managers may want to consider diversifying stands 
with variable-density thinnings, leaving some patches or even 
whole stands unthinned, and using other silvicultural prac-
tices designed to accelerate structural complexity in maturing 
forests.

If managers aim to accelerate the development of some planta-
tions toward old-growth conditions, they might develop the 
stands along different pathways, so that these stands have 
variations in structures through the decades of development. 
The multiple pathways may have ecological implications we 
do not fully grasp yet, such as supplying habitat needs that are 
unrecognized. “From what I’ve seen, Forest Service silvicul-
turists are very excited about these restoration challenges and 
are keen on using a diversity of approaches,” Spies remarks.

Landscape management and planning. “Sustainability of 
old growth requires planning and evaluation at landscape and 
regional scales and long timeframes,” Spies explains. Under 
current federal policies, mature forests, which are the source 
of future old growth, would decline over the long term. On 
a landscape of national forests and private timber lands, age 
classes could become bimodal—old forests on federal lands 
and young plantations on private and federal lands, with inter-
mediate age classes scarce.

Only through landscape-level planning can we understand 
what it might take to maintain the diversity of forest condi-
tions. Forest diversity is necessary if we are to retain or 
restore the full range of habitats and ecological functions in 
forests. Also, if some old-growth forests are lost to fires, a 
diversity of forest types ensures that mature forests will be 
available to become the next generation of old-growth forests.

The subtleties of regional variation in old-growth forests mat-
ter because these forests will change structurally in response 
to human influences and climate change. In some places these 
changes will be slow and subtle, taking perhaps a century for 
us to see them. In other places the changes may occur over 
several decades or even in a few days, in the case of a wildfire. 
As the structure and dynamics of forests change, so might 
their ecological functions including habitats and nutrient cy-
cling.

Spies says, “The real questions here are, How much landscape 
diversity will nature create through fires and other events, in 
spite of our attempts at control? How much will forest manag-
ers use chain saws to create this diversity because firefighting 
reduces the number of big fires?”

The answers will differ regionally. Combinations of active 
management and natural disturbances may be the answers that 
maintain old-growth diversity across the entire region. Deci-
sions about urgency will differ, as historical fire regimes were 
different from north to south in the west-side region. In gen-
eral, if managers want to use historical amounts of old-growth 
forest as a reference, the historical range of variation for the 
area in question would be more useful than any single point in 
the past.

Old-growth protection policies. Current policies reflect our 
desire to maintain and restore ecological values associated 
with old growth. Yet old-growth forests will change even with 
“protection” status. Sources of change include fire occurrence, 
fire suppression, invasive species, wind, landslides and debris 
flows, insect and disease outbreaks, forest succession, climate 
change, pollution, and so forth.
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Southwest Oregon, Siskiyou Mountains
This forest developed with frequent, low-severity fires, 
averaging 7- to 13-year return interval. As a result, trees 
regenerated almost continuously. Stand age has little mean-
ing, as old trees are widely scattered and mixed with trees 
of all ages. Douglas-fir, ponderosa pine, and sugar pine are 
the dominant overstory tree species; madrone and tanoak 
are common trees in the understory; manzanita and other 
shrubs are common also. Young trees can often grow rapid-
ly. The low-intensity fires created brushy open areas within 
the matrix of old forest. Over the last century in these for-
ests, however, fire suppression has resulted in the buildup 
of fuels, increased insects and disease, and reduced stand 
vigor and diversity.

Western Oregon Cascade Range
This forest developed through a mixture of intense but 
patchy fires, low-severity fires, and small gap disturbances 
such as wind, insects, and tree diseases. The mixed distur-
bances left many snags, and fire scars and charred bark on 
many surviving old-growth trees. Douglas-fir and western 
hemlock dominate the overstory, with components of silver 
fir and western redcedar; silver fir are more common at 
higher elevations. The hemlocks and understory trees may 
be less than 150 years old or no older than the last surface 
fire. Bigleaf maple (at lower elevations), yew, and shade-tol-
erant conifers grow in the understory. Vine maples, rhodo-
dendrons, ferns, and other plants flourish in the shrub layer 
and on the forest floor.

Western Washington Cascade Range
This forest developed slowly in a closed-forest condition 
with no major disturbances that opened up the stand. Some 
Douglas-firs grew slowly when young and faster in later 
years. Hemlocks and other shade-tolerant trees with a wide 
range of sizes and ages developed in the understory with 
little influence from surface fires. Canopy gaps filled with 
and surrounded by young hemlocks create a distinctive 
mosaic of overstory and understory patches.

Northern Washington and Western British Columbia
Fire was rare or absent in this landscape. Shade-tolerant 
trees such as western hemlock regenerated and reached the 
canopy in small gaps created by wind and disease. In a nat-
ural landscape in this area, the small patches of old, young, 
and maturing trees create a nearly continuous old-growth 
forest with a fine-grained texture. Douglas-fir may not be 
very common in this forest where fire is rare; western hem-
lock and western redcedar are more common. Sitka spruce 
occurs near the coast.

The Stories of Four 
Old-Growth Forests

Siskiyou Mountains in southwest Oregon. Western Oregon Cascade Range.

Northern Washington Cascade Range.
Western Washington Cascade Range.

Every forest has its own story. The composite stories below are representa-
tive of old-growth forests along the Pacific Northwest coast but do not tell 
the stories of all the region’s old-growth forests.
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For areas outside wilderness, the 
old-growth manager must decide: 
is this change compatible with 
the old-growth goals for the area? 
In the case of old-growth forests, 
some changes or lack of changes 
may not be desirable, and forest 
managers may want to consider 
some actions. In setting goals for 
these forests in terms of definitions 
and desired future conditions, 
two important factors are regional 
variability in forests and the role of 
fire in creating complexity at stand 
and landscape scales.

Beyond the Pacific Northwest and 
the short-term future
“We have a richness and abundance of mature and old-growth 
forests in the Pacific Northwest that doesn’t exist elsewhere 
in the world’s temperate forests,” Spies points out. “We have 
a global resource for learning about old growth and how to 
maintain large areas of forests with high natural values in a 
generally human-dominated landscape.”

“But,” he adds, “we also need to learn what is unique to our 
Pacific Northwest forests and what is appropriate to extrapo-
late to other forests.” For example, old-growth Douglas-fir 
forests have many general similarities with old-growth white 
pine forests in the eastern United States and eucalyptus forests 
in Australia. However, it is not clear to what degree the find-
ings can be extrapolated to boreal forests or the deciduous 
forests of the Eastern United States. Details differ, but simi-
larities are likely to exist. For example, the increase in struc-
tural complexity of forests over time is common to forests of 
all kinds. Thus, abundant and diverse old-growth forests in 
the Pacific Northwest can serve as learning resources for un-
derstanding the ecology of old-growth forests throughout the 
world.

The diversity of nature frequently defies
our attempts to put it in nice boxes.

Some people have said that old-growth forests are irreplace-
able. “The forests may be irreplaceable in ways not consid-
ered,” Spies reflects. The climate of the last 500 years may 
have been a unique period in the eons of climate changes, and 
our present old-growth forests may be the unique products of 
the past 500 years. Future climate changes and disturbance 
regimes, whatever they may be, will almost certainly not be 
identical to the past. Climate changes can affect which tree 
species grow at which elevations and latitudes, how fast the 
trees grow, which insects and diseases affect trees, and fre-
quencies of wildfires, ice storms, and other weather-related 
disturbances.

The question, then, may not be how managers could set up 
the right conditions for nature to create more old-growth for-
ests just like the ones we love now. The questions might be: 

What are the essential characteristics we want to encourage 
in developing forests? What conditions do we want to create, 
that will encourage natural processes to develop old-growth 
forests?

“If we’ve learned anything in the last 30 years,” Spies says, 
“it’s that our understanding of ecosystems will change, just 
as our understanding of old-growth forests changed during 
the late 20th century. We have also learned that the diversity 
of nature frequently defies our attempts to put it in nice boxes 
either with words, scientific models, or plans. Natural systems 
are complex and our cultural responses to them are complex 
as well. Given the natural and social diversity, it would seem 
prudent to recognize as much diversity as possible in how we 
understand, manage, and plan for forests of the future whether 
they are old or young.”

Contact: Tom Spies, tspies@fs.fed.us, Ecosystem Processes 
Program, PNW Research Station.
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ecosystems with silvicultural implications, using Douglas-
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155: 309–423.

Franklin, J.F.; Cromack, K., Jr.; Denison, W. [et al.]. 1981. 
Ecological characteristics of old-growth Douglas-fir forests. 
Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-118. Portland, OR: U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest 
Research Station. 48 p.

Poage, N.J.; Tappeiner, J.C., II. 2002. Long-term patterns of 
diameter and basal area growth of old-growth Douglas-fir 
trees in western Oregon. Canadian Journal of Forest Re-
sources. 32: 1232–1243.

Spies, T.A.; Turner, M.G. 1999. Dynamic forest mosaics. In: 
Hunter, M.L., Jr. Maintaining biodiversity in forest ecosys-
tems. New York: Cambridge University Press: 95–160.

Spies, T.A.; Franklin, J.F. 1996. The diversity and mainte-
nance of old-growth forests. In: Szaro, R.C.; Johnston, D.W., 
eds. Biodiversity in managed landscapes. New York, NY: 
Oxford University Press: 296–314.

Winter, L.E.; Brubaker, L.B.; Franklin, J.F. [et al.]. 2002. 
Initiation of an old-growth Douglas-fir stand in the Pacific 
Northwest: a reconstruction from tree-ring records. Cana-
dian Journal of Forest Resources. 32: 1039–1056.

Research ecologist Tom Spies. 
“We need to find new ways 
of understanding, communi-
cating, and managing forest 
diversity and complexity.”
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Fire Recycles Old-Growth Forest: 
Witnessing the Beginning of a Possible 
Future Old-Growth Forest
Warner Creek is a 10-year-old case study of one pathway of 
natural forest development after a severe forest fire.

The Warner Creek basin is in the watershed of the Middle 
Fork of the Willamette River, southeast of Eugene, Oregon, 
in the Cascade Range. In the early 1990s, much of the area 
was advanced mature and early old-growth forest, with 
trees 20 to 35 inches in diameter at breast height. The area 
was protected as a spotted owl habitat reserve (later redes-
ignated under the Northwest Forest Plan as a late-succes-
sional reserve, meaning a reserve to be managed for mature 
and old forest characteristics).

A large forest fire burned across thousands of acres in the 
basin, in the fall of 1991. Although this fire was human-

caused, its size and intensity were believed to be similar to 
stand-replacement fires that preceded some of today’s old-
growth forests. One distinctive feature of the Warner burn 
was a heavy Douglas-fir seed crop in the tree canopies, 
much of which survived and regenerated the area promptly. 
Across most of the area, no salvage logging or tree planting 
was done. The burn gives scientists a chance to observe the 
processes of natural forest development—and see if what 
actually happens matches theories.

Ten years after the fire, silver and black snags cover the 
mountain slopes. Among the snags, young Douglas-firs 3 
to 6 feet tall have established themselves. The young trees 
tend to be gathered in small, dense patches, and the patches 
are scattered across the slopes among ceanothus, thimble-
berry, and bracken fern. Where patches of the mature trees 
survived the fire, young Douglas-firs grow among vine 
maple, wild rose, Oregon grape, twisted stalk, and trail-
ing blackberry. Little down wood is on the ground yet, but 
when the hundreds of snags decay enough to fall, there will 
be large amounts.

On a lower slope, near a riparian area, surviving trees are 
mixed with snags. The snags are not all Douglas-fir here; 
some are western redcedar and some hemlock. Some big-
leaf maples, red alders, and incense cedars survived the fire 
in this draw. Young Douglas-firs are 3 to 12 feet tall in this 
moister area, and grow among vine maple, huckleberry, 
salal, Oregon grape, and blackberry.

The Douglas-fir regeneration is dense in most places, but 
it’s more diverse than regeneration in plantations. Instead 
of even spacing, the young trees are growing in dense 
clumps and in microsites next to down logs, and gaps have 
no young trees but many native brush and forb species. 
Tiny yew trees grow in some open areas; they might have 
survived the burn and resprouted. When the standing dead 
trees come down, conditions in these young natural stands 
will be very different from plantations. The falling snags 
will crush some young trees and create spacing. Large 
amounts of down wood will offer shelter and habitats, and 
eventually will turn into large amounts of decaying wood.

Warner Creek offers a fascinating chance to observe the 
processes of natural forest development. Given what we 
have learned about multiple pathways in forest develop-
ment, Warner Creek can be taken as a case study, not as a 
prototype. Other large burns may have scarcer seed sources  
than Warner Creek and thus may restock slowly. Also, the 
Warner Creek forest is only 10 years along a pathway that 
will probably have many twists, turns, and even reversals 
(if fire reoccurs) over the next centuries before an old-
growth forest occupies this site again.

Scientists are observing natural forest development in the Warner Creek 
burn on the Willamette National Forest.

Ten years after the fire, young Douglas-firs and vine maples grow among 
mature and old-growth trees that survived the fire.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, gender, religion, age, disability, political beliefs, sexual orientation, or marital 
or family status. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative 
means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA’s 
TARGET Center at (202)720-2600 (voice and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, 
Office of Civil Rights, Room 326-W, Whitten Building, 14th and Independence Avenue SW, Washington, DC 
20250-9410 or call (202)720-5964 (voice and TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.
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APPENDIX A 

ROADLESS LOGGING IN IDAHO’S NEZ PERCE AND CLEARWATER NATIONAL FORESTS 

 

The following abbreviations apply to the tables below. 

EA=Environmental Assessment 

DN-FONSI=Decision Notice and Finding of No Significant Impact (issued with EAs) 

FEIS=Final Environmental Impact Statement; DEIS=Draft Environmental Impact Statement; SEIS=Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Statement 

ROD=Record of Decision (issued with FEISs)   

CE=Categorical exclusion 

DM=Decision Memo (issued with CEs) 

*Unless otherwise noted, the NEPA documents in the same row as the project name in the first column (e.g. “FEIS”) refer to the that 

project’s NEPA document.  

 

Table 1. Projects involving roadless areas in Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests in the approximate decade leading up to the 

2001 Roadless Rule.   

Project name, 

(year of 

decision),  

NEPA 

document 

(FEIS or EA) 

Size and type of 

activity in roadless 

area 

Forest Service’s conclusion on whether there was a negative 

impact to the roadless area 

Was the roadless portion of 

the project implemented?  

How many acres of roadless 

logged? 

Wing Creek-

Twentymile 

Timber Sales 

(1989) 

 

FEIS, ROD 

2,334 acres of 

timber harvest.  

FEIS p. 47, ROD p. 

8.   

The Forest Service 

considered the entire 

project area as 

“essentially 

roadless.” FEIS p. 1 

Yes.  “Vegetation management would change natural 

processes; harvest units would be visually apparent for many 

years.” Final EIS p. 97. “Lands committed to timber 

production are not suitable for wilderness classification.” 

Final EIS p. 99.   

Yes: 2,334 acres. 

Mallard 

Timber Sale 

1,863 acres of 

timber harvest in 

Yes.  “[A] decision to implement the road construction and 

timber harvest management practices in Alternatives 2, 3, 4 

In part.  These were big 

sales, and were not all sold at 
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(1990) 

 

FEIS, ROD 

Roadless Area 1847: 

Jack Creek (388 

acres), Lone Park 

(911 acres), and Bat 

Creek (564 acres). 

FEIS p. 40 

 

Approximately 60 

miles of road 

constructed or 

reconstructed. See 

FEIS p. 41. 

 

Total project 

projected to impact 

75 percent of 

Roadless Area 1847 

for alternative 4. 

FEIS pp. 120-21   

 

 

would be a critical decision; the roadless character of a large 

unroaded expanse would be lost.”  Mallard FEIS p. 21.    

 

“[I]t can be reasonably assumed that [timber harvest and 

road construction] in addition to those proposed in this EIS 

would further reduce roadless acreages in the analysis area.” 

Mallard FEIS p. 120.   

 

“Selection of Alternative Four in this Record of Decision is 

the critical, irreversible and irretrievable decision to commit 

Roadless Area 1847 to development.”  ROD p. 7 

once immediately after the 

ROD.  Because some of the 

sales were delayed, the 

promulgation of the 2001 

Roadless Rule caused the 

Forest Service to drop 

proposed logging in roadless.  

As a result, Jack Creek (388 

acres) was sold and logged, 

but not Lone Park or Bat 

Creek. 

 

Cove Timber 

Sale 

(1990) 

 

FEIS, ROD 

3,851 acres of 

timber harvest 

proposed in 

Roadless Area 1921: 

Noble (639 acres), 

Grouse (160 acres), 

1190B (75 acres)*, 

Rhett (706 acres), 

Vista (386 acres), 

Blowout (1,178 

acres), Rabbit (707 

acres).  FEIS p. 54, 

Yes.  “[A] decision to implement the road construction and 

timber harvest management practices proposed in 

Alternatives 2, 3, or 4 would be a critical decision; the 

roadless character of a large unroaded expanse would be 

lost...Even with application of all possible mitigation 

measures, evidence of roads would remain”  FEIS pp. 22-23. 

 

“About 90 percent of the roadless area would be directly or 

indirectly affected.  Natural integrity and natural appearance 

would be significantly modified over most of the area.” FEIS 

p. 164 

 

In part.  These were big sales 

and were not all sold at once 

immediately after the ROD.  

Because some of the sales 

were delayed, the 

promulgation of the 2001 

Roadless Rule caused the 

Forest Service to drop 

proposed logging in roadless.  

As a result, Noble (639 

acres), Grouse (160 acres), 

and 1190B (75 acres) were 
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ROD p. 8 

(Alternative 4 

chosen). 

 

Approximately 81 

miles of road 

constructed.  See 

FEIS p. 55 

 

Project predicted to 

impact 90 percent of 

roadless area 

directly or 

indirectly, about 

5,660 acres would 

remain roadless.  

FEIS p. 164. 

“Adverse Effects Which Cannot be Avoided—The roadless 

character of the area would be forgone with implementation 

of an action alternative.”  FEIS p. 165. 

sold and logged, but Rhett, 

Vista, Blowout, and Rabbit 

were not.   

Fuzzy 

Bighorn 

(1995) 

 

EA 

Alternatives 

proposed from 236 

to 287 acres of 

timber harvest, but 

only Alternatives B 

and E proposed 

shelterwood logging 

in Bighorn-Weitas 

Roadless Area.  EA 

p. S-4 

“Natural Integrity would be affected by the proposed actions 

in Alternatives B and E by harvesting trees and creating sign 

of human alteration as in stumps within the roadless area.”  

EA p. IV-16 

 

“Since Alternatives C and E do not enter the roadless area, 

the activity proposed in those alternatives would not affect 

the integrity of the roadless area.”  EA p. IV-17. 

Friends of the Clearwater has 

no record as to whether this 

project moved forward.  

However, in the EA, the 

preferred alternative—

Alternative D—avoided 

logging in roadless in the 

roadless area.  

Goat Roost 

Road Proposal 

(1995) 

 

Draft EA 

(1994) 

Road construction 

(.1 to 1.25) proposed 

for Sneakfoot 

Meadows, to impact 

80-480 acres. See 

Draft EA pp. 14, 35-

Road construction would remove sections 10, 11, 12 from 

the roadless land base.  See EA pp. 3, 14. “Approximately 

1.25 miles of road would be constructed through the roadless 

area in sections 11 and 12.  The roadless attributes of 

sections 11 and 12 would be reduced by implementation of 

this alternative…Direct impacts to the roadless resource 

Yes.  The project moved 

forward with removing 480 

acres of the roadless base 

with 1.25 miles road 

construction in Sneakfoot 

Meadows Roadless Area.  
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36. would be from the road corridor itself.” Draft EA p. 35.  

Building the road reduced the natural integrity of the 

roadless area from 80-480 acres, depending upon the 

alternative.  Draft EA p. 14.     

 

In the White Sand Ecosystem Management Project: In these 

alternatives [including alternative selected], the Sneakfoot 

Meadows Roadless Area could be considered for Wilderness 

designation, except for the norther portion relative to the 

Goat Roost project (less than 1% of total roadless area) and 

the portion surrounding the temporary road to the landing 

area just west of Savage Pass Road (about 1% of the total 

roadless area).  White Sands FEIS p. 4-53 

See White Sands FEIS p. 4-

53. 

White Sand 

Ecosystem 

Management 

(1996) 

 

FEIS/ROD 

Timber harvest and 

road construction: 

928 acres proposed 

for North Fork 

Spruce-White Sand 

Roadless Area, and 

423 acres proposed 

for Sneakfoot 

Meadows Roadless 

Area.  FEIS p. 4-48.   

 

Loss of  

3,500 acres (10 

percent) total from 

both roadless areas. 

FEIS p. 2-32 

 

Approximately 6.5 

miles of road 

constructed.  See 

North Fork Spruce-While Sand Roadless Area: “The interior 

area between [Elk Summit and Colt Creek] roads would be 

further developed with roads and some harvesting, creating 

additional disturbances to the naturalness of the 

landscape…Alternative 5 proposes to…construct 6.1 miles 

of permanent road and .3 miles of temporary road.  The road 

construction would remove 1,984 acres from the roadless 

area….Overall, the natural integrity and appearance would 

remain intact in the bulk of the roadless area, except for the 

3,500 acres between Elk Summit, Savage Pass, and Colt 

Creek roads.”  FEIS 4-49 

 

Sneakfoot Meadows Roadless Area: “In Alternatives 3, 4, 

and 5, harvesting is proposed between Sneakfoot Meadows 

and Savage Pass Road and three adjacent units, totaling 176 

acres…Harvesting would consist of shelterwood with 

reserves and would retain 33% of the existing vegetation, but 

would create unnatural disturbances in the immediate area.” 

FEIS p. 4-49 through 4-50. 

 

No.  This project did not go 

forward.   
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FEIS p. 4-48 

 

Alternative 5 was 

the preferred 

alternative. See 

abstract on inside 

cover page. 

“Wilderness qualities would be primarily affected within the 

Savage Ridge area and along Elk Summit Road where 

harvesting would occur.” FEIS p. 4-50 

 

“Harvesting and temporary road building would affect the 

size and shape of Wilderness attributes.  The harvesting 

proposed (shelterwood with reserves) would leave 33 percent 

of the existing vegetation.  Roadbuilding would be for 

temporary roads…0.1 mile affecting 32 acres (Alternative 

5).” FEIS p. 4-52 

 

Cumulative effects: “The 3,500 acres between White Sand 

Creek and Savage Pass and Colt Creek roads would be 

eliminated from roadless area consideration.”  FEIS p. 4-53. 

Fish Bate 

Salvage  

(1996) 

 

FEIS/ROD 

Total acres proposed 

for harvest were 

2,257.  FEIS p. 22; 

ROD p. 5 (Alt. 7 

chosen). 

 

Timber harvest 

would be scattered 

throughout an 

unroaded area 

adjacent to the 

Siwash Roadless 

Area.  FEIS pp. 47-

48, 109-10.  The 

FEIS did not specify 

how many acres 

would be logged in 

the roadless area. 

FEIS p. 217. 

“In each of the harvest alternatives [including the alternative 

chosen], the band of unroaded land within the project area 

would have areas of timber harvest scattered throughout it 

and the wilderness character of the area would be changed.  

Timber harvest in the Bates Creek drainage would separate 

the unroaded land within the project area from the rest of the 

unroaded piece that joins the project area to the Siwash 

Roadless Area.”  FEIS p. 47-48 

 

“Those characteristics that now might make the area suitable 

for wilderness would be changed.  The area would lose 

natural integrity, would no longer appear natural, would be 

less remote, and have less opportunity for solitude…The 

introduction of man’s activity (logging) throughout the 

project area, even though roads would not be constructed, 

would normally preclude its being considered undeveloped 

and suitable for wilderness.” FEIS p. 217 

No.  This project did not go 

forward.   
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Middle Fork  

(1997) 

 

FEIS/ROD 

Of 2,865 acres of 

timber harvest 

proposed, 2,170 

acres of timber 

harvest and 3.6 mi. 

road construction 

proposed in Middle 

Fork Face Roadless 

Area. FEIS pp. 2-21, 

3-92; ROD p. 3 

(selecting alternative 

5) 

“Alternative 3, 4, and 5 [Alternative 5 selected] would enter 

and fragment the roadless area to the extent that it could no 

longer be considered for wilderness designation.”  FEIS p. 2-

22.   

 

“Alternative[]...5 would change the natural integrity of the 

area from high to low.  The human induced changes for the 

vegetative manipulation, specifically harvest other than 

sanitation/salvage of less than 5% of canopy, would be the 

main reason for this shift.  Under these alternatives the 

apparent naturalness would also change from high to low.  

This is because of the amount and intensity of the harvest 

within the roadless area.”  FEIS p. 3-93. 

 

“The harvest proposed with [the alternative selected] would 

affect the roadless area to the extent that Wilderness 

consideration is unlikely.  However, when considering the 

area influenced by roads, the areas remaining without roads 

would meet the current minimum criteria for Wilderness 

consideration.  The impact of helicopter harvest on the 

roadless character is unclear and subject to a variety of 

interpretations.”  ROD p. 10. 

 

This project went forward 

with logging in roadless, but 

only helicopter logging.  No 

roads were constructed.   

JJ (Jerry 

Johnson) 

Ecosystem 

Restoration 

Project 

(2000) 

 

DEIS 

The preferred action 

proposed 198 acres 

of timber harvest in 

the Weir Post Office 

Roadless Area DEIS 

pp. S-8 (Alternative 

#4 preferred action) 

IV-62, IV-71. 

 

The Forest Service 

“The harvesting of 198 acres and underburning of 596 acres 

would affect the natural integrity and appearance, but as in 

other action alternatives, would mimic natural processes…In 

the smaller proposed units (155 acres), less vegetation (20-

30%) would be retained and in the larger units (43 acres), the 

majority of the vegetation (60-75%) would be retained.  The 

impacts would be heightened during the time the activity 

would occur and in the few years following.  After several 

years, the impacts would be significantly reduced...The 

accumulation of unnatural fuels would be decreased more 

No.  This project morphed 

into the Johnson Fuels 

Project, and no timber 

harvest or roadbuilding 

proceeded in the roadless 

area.   
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also recognized the 

recent moratorium 

on constructing new 

roads and in the 

recently announced 

roadless initiative.  

DEIS p. S-19 

than in alternative 1, which would contribute to the 

intactness of the natural integrity.  The effects of this 

alternative would be even more consistent with what 

historically occurred within much of this area…The overall 

natural integrity and appearance would remain intact.” p. IV-

71   

* While every other named unit was entirely within the inventoried roadless area boundary, a portion of 1190B’s acres were not in 

roadless.  
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Table 2. Projects involving inventoried roadless areas in Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests when the 2001 Roadless Rule 

governed activities in Idaho national forests, 2001-2008.  Projects that proposed logging in unroaded areas (areas with roadless 

characteristics that are not in the Forest Service roadless inventory) have been left out.     

Project name, 

(year of 

decision), 

NEPA 

document 

(EIS or EA) 

Size and type of activity in 

roadless area 

Forest Service’s conclusion on whether there was a negative 

impact to the roadless area 

Was the roadless 

part of the project 

implemented? 

North Lochsa 

Face 

(2002) 

 

FEIS/1st ROD 

(1999/2000); 

 

Draft SEIS 

(Jan. 2002) 

 

Final 

SEIS/2nd ROD 

(Nov. 2002) 

The original proposal 

analyzed (1999) predicted 

timber harvest impacting 

3,250 acres roadless in the 

North Lochsa Slope 

Roadless Area.  ROD pp. 6 

(selecting alternative 3A), 

14.   

 

The Draft SEIS (Jan. 2002) 

still proposed logging in 

roadless (see pp. 3-312 to 

3-314), but the 2nd ROD 

dropped logging in 

roadless. See 2nd ROD p. 

15. 

 

The selected alternative was one of three that would have “the 

greatest direct and indirect effects upon the area’s roadless 

characteristics and wilderness features due to proposed timber 

harvest and burning activities.” FEIS p. 141. 

 

“Past timber harvest and road construction activities 

implemented with the South Bend and Cabin Patch timber sales 

have had direct effects on a continuous block of the roadless area 

south of Canyon Creek.  This equates to approximately 2,240 

acres that has lost its roadless characteristics.  Add this to the 

timber sale activities proposed with this project, a continuous 

block west and south of Bimerick Creek (approximately 17,000 

acres) would lose its roadless characteristics.”  FEIS p. 143. 

 

Logging and commercial thinning impact on natural integrity: 

“Natural integrity would increase by removing insect and disease 

infected off-site ponderosa pine….” Draft SEIS (Jan. 2002) p. 3-

312.  

 

“Vegetative composition and structure would be improved by 

replacing off-site trees…Improves forest health…Reduces the 

potential for large, stand-replacing wildfire by removing dead 

and dying trees…Improves the potential to provide snag or old 

growth habitat in areas off-site ponderosa pine.” Draft SEIS 

No.  Due to the 

uncertainty of 

litigation on the 

2001 Roadless 

Rule, the Chief of 

the Forest Service 

reserved decision 

authority for 

timber harvest and 

road construction, 

so this decision 

avoided having to 

submit to that 

authority by 

dropping the 

roadless logging. 

2nd ROD pp. 33-

36. 
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(Jan. 2002) p. 3-313.  For apparent naturalness, “[w]ould modify 

scenic quality in the area, in the short term.”  Draft SEIS (Jan. 

2002) p. 3-313. 

 

“These alternatives would have the greatest direct and indirect 

short term effects upon the area’s roadless characteristics and 

wilderness features due to proposed timber harvest and burning 

activities.”  Draft SEIS (Jan. 2002) p. 3-317.   

Middle-Black 

(2003) 

 

 

FEIS 

(2002)/ROD 

(2003) 

Alternative 2 proposed 

timber harvest as the 

primary management tool, 

with 6,530 acres proposed 

for harvest in Mallard-

Larkins, Siwash, and Pot 

Mountain Roadless Areas.  

Alternative 4 proposed 

burning as the primary 

management tool, with 

4,380 acres proposed 

burning in the same three 

roadless areas.  FEIS p. 

219.  

Natural integrity analysis for Alternative 2: “Natural processes 

would be altered in and adjacent to timber harvest by harvesting 

trees—resulting in removal of biomass and the effects that 

would have on the ecosystem.  The design of the timber 

harvest—removing a maximum of 50 percent tree cover—would 

result in effects similar to that resulting from mixed severity fire 

occurrence.”  FEIS p. 221.  “Area of timber harvest would no 

longer provide a reference landscape.” FEIS p. 222 

 

Apparent naturalness for Alternative 2: “The areas of timber 

harvest would appear natural in background views, but for many 

years would be evident as mans activity in the middle and 

foreground.”  FEIS p. 222.   

 

“There would be no irreversible or irretrievable commitment of 

the roadless character in any of the alternatives.  The harvested 

or burned trees would be irretrievably committed, but there 

would be no long term irreversible or irretrievable commitment 

of the forest since natural processes would continue to function 

following the actions.”  FEIS p. 226 

Alternative 4 

chosen, so no 

logging in roadless 

areas.  See USDA, 

Forest Service, 

ARO Letter-

Middle-Black 

Ecosystem 

Management 

Project ROD-

Clearwater NF-

Appeal #03-01-00-

0023-Friends of 

the Clearwater et 

al., File Code 

1570-1 (Apr. 9, 

2003). 

Clean Slate  

(2004) 

 

Appeal 

Resolution 

Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 

proposed activities in 

Roadless Area 1850 

The FS responded to the objection that the roadless analysis was 

flawed: “The FEIS does state on page 278 that there are no 

expected irreversible or irretrievable commitments under any of 

the alternatives.  This is not true, since Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 

all propose harvest activities within the Inventoried Roadless 

No.  The Forest 

Service selected an 

alternative that did 

not propose 

logging in the 
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(2004) Area.  However, the selected Alternative 3 modified does not 

propose harvest or road activities in the Inventoried Roadless 

Area so there will not be any expected irreversible or 

irretrievable commitments of resource under the selected 

alternative.  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 all propose harvest activities 

within the IRA and, therefore, were not selected…The [Final 

Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement] says that 

Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 would result in an irretrievable 

commitment within the three unroaded areas because of the loss 

of production and the use of natural resources through harvesting 

and burning. Thus, the FSEIS is correct on unroaded irreversible 

or irretrievable commitments of unroaded resources.”  Forest 

Service’s ARO Letter—Clean Slate Ecosystem Management 

Project ROD-Nez Perce NF-Appeal #04-01-00-0037-Friends of 

the Clearwater, et al., p. 7 (Sept. 3, 2004).   

roadless area.   
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Table 3. Projects involving inventoried roadless areas in the Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests after the promulgation of 

the 2008 Idaho Roadless Rule.   

Project name 

(year of 

decision), 

roadless 

classification* 

Size and type of activity in 

roadless area 

Forest Service’s conclusion on whether there was a negative 

impact to the roadless area 

Was the roadless 

part of the project 

implemented?** 

Nut Basin 

(2010) 

 

CE / DM 

480 acres of timber harvest 

and burning in Little Slate 

Creek IRA.  DM pp. 3, 8-

9. 

No.  “[R]oadless characteristics will not be negatively affected 

by the proposal and the ability of the area to be considered for 

wilderness will not be altered.  One or more of the roadless areas 

characteristics will be improved as a result of implementation of 

the project.”  DM p. 9  (Did not discuss the roadless 

characteristics that would be improved.) 

Yes 

Nez Perce 

Roadside 

Hazard Tree 

Project 

(2013) 

 

DN-FONSI 

272 acres of timber harvest 

in Little Slate Creek North, 

North Fork Spruce-White 

Sands, Dixie Summit-Nut 

Hill, and Gospel. USDA, 

Forest Service, Projects in 

IRAs_2001_without 

graphs_2008 to present 

(disclosed 2017) (timber 

harvest in Idaho roadless 

areas), on file with authors. 

No. “Impacts to Wilderness attributes and characteristics in 

IRAs will be very slight given that treatments will occur adjacent 

to existing roads and only targets hazard trees that would 

eventually fall.  Natural integrity will not be impacted because 

activities will occur along existing forest roads.”  DN-FONSI p. 

15 

 

“The project will have a beneficial effect to roadless 

manageability and primitive recreation opportunities as it will 

allow the ability to safely travel road systems within the roadless 

and unroaded areas.”  DN-FONSI p. 16.   

 

“Removal of hazard trees adjacent to forest roads within Idaho 

Roadless areas for public health and safety reasons are allowed.”  

DN-FONSI p. 2 

Yes 

Fire 

Suppression 

(2015) 

WLR, BCR, 

SAHTS, 

75-100 estimated acres of 

timber harvest in Gospel 

Hump, Mallard, Sneakfoot 

Meadows, John Day, Little 

Slate, Rackliff-Gedney, 

Not analyzed.  Disclosed after harvest as within an authorized 

exception of the Idaho Roadless Rule.  

 

“Rule References: 36 CFR 294.24(c)(1)(vii) – The cutting, sale 

or removal of timber is permissible in Idaho Roadless Areas 

Yes 
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FPSA Silver Creek-Pilot Knob, 

O’Hara Falls Creek, West 

Meadow Creek (Most 

decks removed and sold). 

 

USDA, Forest Service, 

Projects in 

IRAs_2001_without 

graphs_2008 to present 

(disclosed 2017) (timber 

harvest in Idaho roadless 

areas), on file with authors. 

designated as Backcountry/Restoration only where incidental to 

the implementation of a management activity not otherwise 

prohibited by this subpart.  Also 36 CFR 294.26(c) Other 

activities in Idaho Roadless areas- Motorized equipment and 

mechanical transport- nothing in the subpart shall be construed 

as affecting the use of motorized equipment and mechanical 

transport.”  

 

USDA Forest Service, 2015 Post-fire Road Maintenance Idaho 

Roadless Rule Briefing Paper p. 2 (Nov. 10, 2015). 

Orogrande 

Community 

Protection 

Project  

(2016) 

 

BCR 

 

EA / DN-

FONSI 

280 acres originally 

approved for cutting in the 

West Fork Crooked River 

IRA. See DN-FONSI p. 

14.  Although a later 

supplemental information 

purported to reduce the 

roadless logging to 160 

acres, none of the logging 

units in the roadless area 

were dropped.  USDA, 

Forest Service, Orogrande 

Community Protection 

Environmental Assessment 

Supplemental Information 

Report pp. 2, 13-14 (Dec. 

16), on file with authors; 

compare with EA p. 22. 

No significant impact.  “The irregular shelterwood cut will be 

obvious and will not appear natural initially due to the ground 

disturbance caused by equipment and the stumps left 

behind…[A]pparent naturalness will increase over 

time…[T]rees will regrow to 15’ tall within 19-21 years…At 

this size trees will form a canopy overhead and provide shade 

and visual screening for the visitor.  The temporary road will be 

obvious until it is obliterated and blends in with the surrounding 

landscape…within 10 years.”  Orogrande EA p. 283. 

Yes. 

Windy 

Shingle 

 

 Cause-effect relationship of a 94-acre Intermediate/Regeneration 

Harvest to Salmon Face Roadless Area:  

 

No.  The IRA 

logging was not 

chosen in the 
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(2017) 

 

CE / DM 

 

 

“94 acres, or 1%, of the 9,200 acres of the Salmon Face IRA will 

be harvested with the purpose to restore a healthier and more 

resilient stand, therefore enhancing natural integrity which in 

turn enhances roadless characteristics.  The effects of this 

project...are considered to be beneficial to the entire roadless 

area and does not have irreversible effects.”  USDA, Forest 

Service, Categorical Exclusion Worksheet: Resource 

Considerations, Windy-Shingle Project p. 3 (May 2017), on file 

with authors.  

decision memo.  

See DM p. 7 

Lolo Insects 

and Disease 

 

(2018) 

 

FEIS/Draft 

ROD 

 Does not offer overall conclusion on impact, but has findings 

that are long-term negative impacts. 

Natural: Implementation of Alternatives 2 and 3 would modify 

vegetation on approximately 437 acres (approximately 6%) of 3 

units within the Eldorado Creek roadless expanse by 

regeneration harvest. Helicopter, skyline/cable, and tractor 

logging systems would be used to harvest the units that occur in 

the roadless expanse... The 437 acres of regeneration harvest 

would be obvious from the road and trails that bisect the units. 

14-28 trees would be retained indefinitely and additional 

retention would include landslide prone areas and riparian 

habitat conservation areas (RHCAs) would be excluded from the 

unit...The remaining 6,544 acres of the Eldorado Creek roadless 

area including the unroaded expanse would be unaffected by the 

project. Long term disturbance would be sustained, although the 

mechanism of disturbance would be human influenced and not 

natural processes.  FEIS p. 123. 

Undeveloped: “Except for stumps, harvest areas would be 

increasingly less noticeable within 20-40 years as the stands 

mature and transition from early successional (non-forest) 

habitats into the next forested stand...Post-disturbance 

successional patters of vegetation in openings created is 

anticipated to blend in with the remained of the roadless area 

within several years.  The undeveloped qualities of the 

No. The Forest 

Service dropped 

proposed logging 

in the inventoried 

roadless area from 

the Final EIS.  

However, in the 

draft Record of 

Decision, the 

Forest Service 

authorized logging 

in the unroaded 

area bordering the 

inventoried 

roadless area.  See 

Draft ROD p. 11-

12. 
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remainder of the IRA (95 %) would be unaffected by the 

harvest.” FEIS p. 124 

* Idaho Roadless Rule classifications: Wildland Recreation (WLR); Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance (SAHTS); 

Primitive (P); Backcountry Restoration (BCR); General Forest, Rangeland, and Grassland (GFRG) 

**Approximate total acres harvested in roadless from 2010-2017: 1,139 acres on Nez Perce-Clearwater National Forest only.  See 

USDA, Forest Service, Projects in IRAs_2001_without graphs_2008 to present (disclosed 2017) (timber harvest in Idaho roadless 

areas), on file with authors. 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: MacFarlane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing in regards to the proposed changes to the 2001 Roadless Rule in Alaska. I support the no-action 
alternative (Alternative 1) which would keep all of Alaska under the original rule. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is vital habitat for the Alexander Archipelago wolf, grizzly bears, salmon, and the 
world's largest breeding concentration of bald eagles. This pristine natural environment must remain protected 
to ensure the longevity of Alaska's commercial salmon industry. This forest is an irreplaceable resource in 
combating the ongoing climate crisis through carbon sequestration. The natural beauty of the Tongass makes it 
a popular tourist destination as well, bringing in income for local communities from visitors. 
 
 
 
I support Alternative 1, which takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
including the Tongass National Forest. This is the only option that allows for healthy retention of this vital 
resource. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Heather MacFarlane 
 
 
 
[Attachment is a PDF version of the same comment above.] 
 
[Position] 
 
[Attachment is a PDF version of the same comment above.] 
 
[Position] 
 



Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule Draft EIS Comments
16 December 2019

To the US Forest Service,

I am writing in regards to the proposed changes to the 2001 Roadless Rule in Alaska. I
support the no-action alternative (Alternative 1) which would keep all of Alaska under the
original rule.

The Tongass National Forest is vital habitat for the Alexander Archipelago wolf, grizzly
bears, salmon, and the world’s largest breeding concentration of bald eagles. This pristine
natural environment must remain protected to ensure the longevity of Alaska’s commercial
salmon industry. This forest is an irreplaceable resource in combating the ongoing climate
crisis through carbon sequestration. The natural beauty of the Tongass makes it a popular
tourist destination as well, bringing in income for local communities from visitors.

I support Alternative 1, which takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the
2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. This is the only option that
allows for healthy retention of this vital resource.

Thank you for your time,
Heather MacFarlane



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Macfarlane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I demand that you keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peter Macfarlane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Macfarlane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I demand that you keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peter Macfarlane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Macfarlane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Macfarlane and I live in Addison, Vermont. 
 
Remarkably few areas of this country remain untouched by industrialisation. The roadless rule, which enjoys 
overwhelming public support, is an attempt to preserve the few such places that remain, including large areas 
of the Tongass National Forest. For the administration to overturn this is to renege on its responsibility to 
SERVE the public. Furthermore, the climatic fall-out of clear-felling the Tongass would show the administration 
to have abandoned it's responsibility to PROTECT the public. And since tourism is a far greater economic 
driver than logging in Alaska (and elsewhere), the administration would be causing direct ECONOMIC HARM 
to the people of Alaska by permitting felling of the Tongass. This forest belongs to the people. It is not the 
administration's forest to auction off to the highest corporate donor. Such action is at best cronyism, at worst 
third-world corruption. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Peter Macfarlane 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: MacFie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
You're the US Forest Service, not the Industrial Logging Facilitation Service. Please stand up for the 
preservation of your country's dwindling forests and wildlife. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anne MacFie 
 
Stanton, KY 40380 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: MacGillis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Respectfully, are you listening to "regular Americans" that care about the future?  I am one of those.  Yes, this 
is a "blast" that an advocacy group has helped prepare. But I agree with its sentiments.  I'd like my children to 
be able to hunt the Tongass some day, even if I never do. 
I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-
0023. I am writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the 
Tongass National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action 
Alternative 1. These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of 
Alaska's economy, helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and 
fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pierre 
Last name: MacGillis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catriona 
Last name: Macgregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catriona Macgregor and I live in Nevada City, California. 
 
We need to be protecting our trees and wildlife now especially given climate changeForests Do shape our 
climateWe must protect them 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Catriona Macgregor 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: MacGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan MacGregor and I live in Redmond, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan MacGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Mach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alex Mach and I live in University Place, Washington. 
 
 
Do the right thing. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alex Mach 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Mach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alex Mach 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: SUSAN 
Last name: MACH 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment on Roadless Rule Exemption in Tonga's National Forest 
 
To whom it concerns, 
 
It was a true delight for me to visit part of the Tongass National Forest this past summer. It is now devastating 
to learn that people want to profit off of its unique beauty, building roads that will lead to its destruction. 
 
Greed for money has got to become less important than greed for natural beauty, natural resources left alone. 
Natural beauty can never be replaced, not within our lifetimes, nor our children's. Greed for fossil fuels that will 
continue to destroy in manners other than the roads and drilling scars left in the Tongass Forest, makes this 
issue exponentially worse. 
 
The United States needs to be a leader in clean energies for our physical well being, as well as our economic 
well being. We have the potential to create clean energies, leaving forests, such as the Tongass, in tact, thus 
helping to maintain, or even heal this planet. 
 
Please see beyond today and do the right thing, which is to leave the Tongass Forest as it is, a place that 
brings peace, comfort and hope to those who know of it, or have the opportunity to visit it, as I did. 
 
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Mach 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MARIA 
Last name: MACHADO 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is MARIA MACHADO and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, MARIA MACHADO 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Machado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marion Machado and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marion Machado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: Macheras 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alison Macheras 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Machotka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Danielle Machotka and I live in San Anselmo, California. 
 
 
Please keep this rule in place to avoid irreversible damage to our amazing natural heritage. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Danielle Machotka 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Machutt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Machutt and I live in Soquel, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela Machutt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gina 
Last name: Macias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gina Macias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gina 
Last name: Macias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gina Macias and I live in Richmond, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gina Macias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: Macias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherry Macias and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sherry Macias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cinthia 
Last name: Macie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cinthia Macie and I live in Dundalk, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cinthia Macie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Maciej 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Maciejeski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Maciejeski and I live in Duluth, Minnesota. 
 
I would like to know what is wrong with having things clean such as the environment that we live in????? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Heather Maciejeski 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Maciejewski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gail Maciejewski and I live in Port Townsend, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gail Maciejewski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Maciel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marie Maciel and I live in Bridgewater Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marie Maciel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vicki 
Last name: Macina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vicki Macina and I live in Sandusky, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vicki Macina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: MacInnis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry MacInnis and I live in St. Augustine, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry MacInnis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: MacIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Mack and I live in Milwaukie, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Mack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 6:19:17 PM 
First name: Clare 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Clare Mack and I live in Bozeman, MT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
The Tongass National Forest is the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. Its also the only national 
forest in the US that continues to allow clearcutting of old-growth forests, which sequester carbon, provide 
habitat for fish and wildlife, and support local economies. 
The Roadless Rule protects over 9 million acres of the Tongass from clearcutting, and it should be supported. 
Our wild places are few and far between, and the ones we have left deserve our protection. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy Mack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Mack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Getald 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Allowing roads in a wilderness area will degrade the Tongass wilderness area. Increased traffic, road building 
and deforestation always lead to erosion. This erosion reduces water quality and spawning habitat for salmon 
an economically important group. Land and water are closely linked and 80% of commercially harvested 
salmon start life in the wilderness area. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Mack and I live in Redington Shores, Florida. 
 
 
We all need to breathe and clean air works best for all. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather Mack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm Jonathan Mack, from New York, NY. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jonathan Mack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kim Mack and I live in Shelton, Washington. 
 
 
Stop trying to kill us with poison!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kim Mack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 6:28:36 PM 
First name: Lilli 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Please select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and protect all inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule.  
 
The Tongass contains some of the last remaining intact old-growth temperate rainforests in the world, and its 
value in providing endless recreation opportunities, clean water, and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the 
economic, cultural, and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the 2001 National Roadless 
Rule intact and current protections in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Roadless Rule is among the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve that pristine habitat, but it also saves untold millions 
of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of the 
Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and logging is 
particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unsustainable taxpayer subsidies.  
 
Lastly, the 2001 National Roadless Rule is well designed and flexible enough to allow for access and 
development projects. Since 2009 48 projects have been approved in the Tongass, the majority relating to 
surface exploration of potential mining and hydropower. The USFS has also taken steps to expedite this 
approval process, now taking only one to three weeks for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
For these reasons, again, I strongly urge you to select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule and keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Mack and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
This is not the time to be going backwards...we need to protect everything that we have and move forward to a 
sustainable future! There is nothing more important. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Melissa Mack 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: PHILIP 
Last name: MACK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Mack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Mack and I live in East Windsor, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Victoria Mack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:28:48 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Mackanic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Janice Mackanic 
Point Pleasant Boro, NJ 08742 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Calum 
Last name: Mackay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Calum Mackay and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
Protect our wild forests in Alaska. The Tongass provides vital habitat for eagles, bears, wolves, salmon, and 
countless other species. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Calum Mackay 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Mackay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Mackay and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Mackay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Mackay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Matthew Mackay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Mackay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5669 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: NATHANIEL 
Last name: MACKE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is NATHANIEL MACKE and I live in Carmel, Indiana. 
 
 
Please protect this important resource for my childrens futures. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, NATHANIEL MACKE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: MacKelvie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth MacKelvie and I live in Appleton, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Wilderness helps make us human. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth MacKelvie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: Mackenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alison Mackenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: mackenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Don mackenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: mackenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don mackenzie and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
Environmental PROTECTION Agency......DO YOUR JOB!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don mackenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: MacKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janice MacKenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Mackenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Mackenzie and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
Please don't let dirty industry pollute our waters and communities! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Mackenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: MacKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda MacKenzie and I live in Mohave Valley, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda MacKenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 6:12:25 AM 
First name: Madeleine 
Last name: Mackenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Madeleine Mackenzie and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the 
Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I care about wildlife and national lands being treated with respect! 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports its status as a national 
and global treasure, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the high density of incredible wildlife it 
contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems 
and all the biodiversity it contains, its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its 
status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of 
carbon and mitigating climate change, the recreational opportunities it provides. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: MacKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle MacKenzie and I live in Menlo Park, California. 
 
We need cleaner trucks on the road and as a lifelong California resident and EV driver, I feel California must 
lead the way in this! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michelle MacKenzie 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: MacKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I write to ask that the Forest Service choose the NO ACTION Alternative for the Roadless Rule in the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
 
 
Allowing the proposed exemption to the Roadless Rule would be a huge loss for the taxpayers. The timber 
industry is less than 1% of the regional economy whereas the Tongass is a pillar of the local tourist industry. 
Industrial logging would damage the tourism industry including sport fishing and outdoor recreation industries 
as well as harm wildlife populations. Logging has already negatively impacted wildlife and old growth forests in 
the region. 
 
 
 
Instead of supporting the profitable regional tourism industry, the exemption sought would force American 
taxpayers to subsidize round log exports to China. 
 
 
 
This exemption is extremely unpopular with Americans, in general, and locals in Southeast Alaska, in 
particular, who overwhelmingly support retention of the Roadless Rule in scoping meetings. Alaska's Southeast 
sovereign tribes as well as the City of Skagway have also endorsed the Roadless No Action Alternative. 
 
 
 
Finally, the world is experiencing the impacts of climate change. Everywhere we turn, we see it around us. The 
Tongass is the country's largest carbon sink and, on its own, sequesters 8% of all greenhouse gases of the 
national forests in the nation. If the Tongass were to be logged, this would have a very negative impact on the 
forest's ability to act as a carbon sink in the long term. 
 
 
 
In light of the foregoing negative economic and environmental impacts, there is only one alternative that makes 
sense and that is to support the ROADLESS NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mackenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose loosening the rules protecting the Tongass National forest. After reading information from 
both sides of the debate, it is clear to me that the protection of this forest should be the top priority. Especially 
the old growth stands that are irreplaceable. I have travelled to Alaska and seen the breathtaking beauty it 
holds. I plan to visit again and the fact that the state would consider jeopardizing this national treasure is 
unbelievable to me. I hope for the sake of future generations, this proposal to open parts of the forest to logging 
is scrapped. Yours truly, a seriously concerned citizen of these United States of America 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mackenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Mackenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angie 
Last name: Mackey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angie Mackey and I live in Littleton, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angie Mackey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Mackey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Mackey and I live in Houston Lake, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Mackey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Mackey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donald Mackey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gayle 
Last name: Mackey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gayle Mackey and I live in Hines, Oregon. 
 
 
Our children and grandchildren will need these pristine forests left intact. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gayle Mackey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: MacKey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John MacKey and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John MacKey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Mackey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendy Mackey and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
This is so important!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wendy Mackey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Mackie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Mackie and I live in Nehalem, Oregon. 
 
Opening up the Tongass to coorporate logging would mean the end to it. I am from Oregon and they are just 
about done cutting all our large trees. The forest industry does not know how to log sustainably. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Craig Mackie 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Mackie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Mackie and I live in Dearborn Heights, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jennifer Mackie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rev. 
Last name: Mackie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rev. Mackie and I live in Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
We must protect the planet if we want the planet to sustain us. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rev. Mackie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Mackin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Mackin and I live in Middletown, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Mackin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamala 
Last name: Mackinl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamala Mackinl and I live in Las Cruces, New Mexico. 
 
 
It's destructive to clear cut forests. It's sinful. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jamala Mackinl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: MacKinnon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie MacKinnon and I live in Georgetown, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonnie MacKinnon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Neil 
Last name: MacKinnon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless comments 
 
Attached please find my comments Re Alaska Roadless Rule. Hard copy to follow. 
 
 
 
Neil MacKinnon 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Neil MacKinnon 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
November 25, 2019 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rule akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
I am Neil MacKinnon, and my family has lived, worked and recreated in the Tongass for over 4 generations. I 
was born and raised in Juneau, Alaska and graduated from the University of Alaska Fairbanks with a degree in 
Mining Engineering. I am the founder and President of Hyak Mining Company the owner of the Jualin Mine. 
 
Hyak has been involved in permitting and constructing over 10 miles of road in the Tongass over the last thirty 
years. In 1988 I surveyed and began permitting the 5.5 mile Jualin Mine Road the road from tidewater in 
Berners Bay to our claims at the site of the former Jualin Mine. Less than one year later the road reached 
Jualin. The cost of this road was recovered the next year in savings on helicopter transport to support the 
ongoing drilling program. That road still serves us as the Kensington access thirty years after first constructed. 
 
The last road I was involved with took over five years, just to permit a 700 foot access across the Tongass to a 
former mine, now, private land that we are exploring for minerals. This was in an inventoried "Roaded Area"- an 
unacceptable delay because of the "cloud" of Roadless over the Tongass. 
 
Any mining activity above basic prospecting, will need roads to efficiently and safely proceed. We must cut and 
remove some trees for safety at the very least. Should a helicopter encounter a tree on taking off, landing or 
hovering with a sling load, the consequences will be dire and loss of life possibly large. 
 
The Roadless rule although theoretically allowing road building and tree cutting for mining, mineral exploration 
and other multiple uses makes any such use practically impossible due to bureaucratic permitting delays. 
Roadless as applied to the Tongass effectively makes use of the Tongass practically impossible for anything 
other than viewing the wilderness from a cruise boat. 
 



I was also privileged to have been a member of the Board of Directors for Alaska Electric Light and Power 
Company for over thirty years. There, I was Involved with building the Lake Dorothy hydroelectric plant and the 
rebuilding of the Snettisham transmission line after a section was destroyed by a snow slide. It takes roads to 
build and maintain Hydro plants. Efficient, safe construction and maintenance of transmission lines requires 
roads or a lot of additional capital to build and maintain. Additional capital effectively making these renewable, 
reliable, and safe projects unaffordable to Tongass residents. 
 
We need roads to connect our communities with each other, and the rest of the continent. The ferry system as 
it is now constituted, is not sustainable. It will not have a hope of sustainability until Southeast Alaska develops 
a system that uses short ferry links between roads from our communities to 
 
 
 
those ferry terminals. It works very well for Norway, and it will work in the Tongass too. Any alternative chosen 
must allow for roads and utility corridors so the residents of Southeast Alaska can have a chance to enjoy the 
benefits of a transportation system that the rest of the nation enjoys. 
 
The Roadless Rule effectively eliminates multiple use management from the Tongass. It is just one more layer 
of prohibition on any use of the Tongass (except to view it from a vessel traveling navigable waters). Congress 
set aside 5.5 million acres of the Tongass as Wilderness in the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA). Then, in 2001 the Clinton 
Administration through promulgation of the Roadless Rule designated another 9.4 million acres of the Tongass 
as Roadless in violation of the "No More" section of ANILCA by withdrawing more than 5,000 acres of national 
forest lands within the State of Alaska without complying with ANILCA's statutory requirements. How does 
anything less than a total exemption from Roadless for the Tongass (and the Chugach Forest for that matter) 
meet the requirements of ANILCA? 
 
I further restate, and support the comments of The Alaska Miners Association, First Things First Alaska 
Foundation, and the Resource Development Council. 
 
For the previous reasons, I support a full exemption from the Roadless Rule for the Tongass or Alternative 6 
the Preferred Alternative. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
E. Neil MacKinnon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Neil 
Last name: MacKinnon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3052 
 
November 25, 2019 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rule akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
I am Neil MacKinnon, and my family has lived, worked and recreated in the Tongass for over 4 generations. I 
was born and raised in Juneau, Alaska and graduated from the University of Alaska Fairbanks with a degree in 
Mining Engineering. I am the founder and President of Hyak Mining Company the owner of the Jualin Mine. 
 
Hyak has been involved in permitting and constructing over 10 miles of road in the Tongass over the last 30 
years. In 1988 I surveyed and began permitting the 5.5 mile Jualin Mine Road the road from tidewater in 
Berners Bay to our claims at the site of the former Jualin Mine. Less than one year later the road reached 
Jualin. The cost of this road was recovered the next year in savings on helicopter transport to support the 
ongoing drilling program. That road still serves us as the Kensington access 30 years after first constructed. 
 
The last road I was involved with took over five years, just to permit a 700 foot access across the Tongass to a 
former mine, now, private land that we are exploring for minerals. This was in an inventoried "Roaded Area" - 
an unacceptable delay because of the "cloud" of Roadless over the Tongass. 
 
Any mining activity above basic prospecting will need roads to efficiently and safely proceed. We must cut and 
remove some trees for safety at the very least. Should a helicopter encounter a tree on taking off, landing or 
hovering with a sling load, the consequences will be dire and loss of life possibly large. 
 
The Roadless rule although theoretically allowing road building and tree cutting for mining, mineral exploration 
and other multiple uses makes any such use practically impossible due to bureaucratic permitting delays. 
Roadless as applied to the Tongass effectively make use of the Tongass practically impossible for anything 
other than viewing the wilderness from a cruise boat. 
 
I was also privileged to have been a member of the Board of Directors for Alaska Electric Light and Power 
Company for over thirty years. There, I was involved with building the Lake Dorothy hydroelectric plant and the 
rebuilding of the Snettisham transmission line after a section was destroyed by a snow slide. It takes roads to 
build and maintain Hydro plants. Efficient, safe construction and maintenance of transmission lines requires 
roads or a lot of additional capital to build and maintain. Additional capital effectively making these renewable, 
reliable, and safe projects unaffordable to Tongass residents. 
 
We need roads to connect our communities with each other, and the rest of the continent. The ferry system as 
it is now constituted, is not sustainable. It will not have a hope of sustainability until Southeast Alaska develops 
a system that uses short ferry links between roads from our communities to those ferry terminals. It works very 
well for Norway, and it will work in the Tongass too. Any alternative chosen must allow for roads and utility 
corridors so the residents of Southeast Alaska can have a chance to enjoy the benefits of a transportation 
system that the rest of the nation enjoys. 
 
The Roadless Rule effectively eliminates multiple use management from the Tongass. It is just one more layer 
of prohibition on any use of the Tongass (except to view it from a vessel traveling navigable waters). Congress 
set aside 5.5 million acres of the Tongass as Wilderness in the Alaska Natonal Interest Lands Conservation Act 
of 1980(ANILCA) and the Tongass Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA). Then, in 2001 the Clinton 
Administration through promulgation of the Roadless Rule designated another 9.4 million acres of the Tongass 
as Roadless in violation of the "No More" section of ANILCA by withdrawing more than 5,000 acres of national 
forest lands within the State of Alaska without complying with ANILCA's statutory requirements. How does 
anything less than a total exemption from Roadless for the Tongass (and the Chugach Forest for that matter) 
meets the requirements of ANILCA? 
 



I further restate, and support the comments of The Alaska Miners Association, First Things First Alaska 
Foundation, and the Resource Development Council. 
 
*For the previous reasons, I support a full exemption from the Roadless Rule for the Tongass or Alternatvie 6 
the Preferred Alternative *[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
[Signature] 
 
E.Neil MacKinnon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



     November 25, 2019 

Neil MacKinnon 

Juneau, Alaska  99801 

 

USDA Forest Service 

Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, Alaska  99802   

 

Re:  Alaska Roadless Rule      akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 

I am Neil MacKinnon, and my family has lived, worked and recreated in the Tongass for over 4 

generations.  I was born and raised in Juneau, Alaska and graduated from the University of Alaska 

Fairbanks with a degree in Mining Engineering.   I am the founder and President of Hyak Mining 

Company the owner of the Jualin Mine.    

Hyak has been involved in permitting and constructing over 10 miles of road in the Tongass over the last 

thirty years.   In 1988 I surveyed and began permitting the 5.5 mile Jualin Mine Road the road from 

tidewater in Berners Bay to our claims at the site of the former Jualin Mine.   Less than one year later 

the road reached Jualin.   The cost of this road was recovered the next year in savings on helicopter 

transport to support the ongoing drilling program.  That road still serves us as the Kensington access 

thirty years after first constructed.   

The last road I was involved with took over five years, just to permit a 700 foot access across the 

Tongass to a former mine, now, private land that we are exploring for minerals.   This was in an 

inventoried “Roaded Area”- an unacceptable delay because of the “cloud” of Roadless over the Tongass.    

Any mining activity above basic prospecting, will need roads to efficiently and safely proceed.  We must 

cut and remove some trees for safety at the very least.  Should a helicopter encounter a tree on taking 

off, landing or hovering with a sling load, the consequences will be dire and loss of life possibly large.     

The Roadless rule although theoretically allowing road building and tree cutting for mining, mineral 

exploration and other multiple uses makes any such use practically impossible due to bureaucratic 

permitting delays.  Roadless as applied to the Tongass effectively makes use of the Tongass practically 

impossible for anything other than viewing the wilderness from a cruise boat.    

I was also privileged to have been a member of the Board of Directors for Alaska Electric Light and 

Power Company for over thirty years.   There, I was Involved with building the Lake Dorothy 

hydroelectric plant and the rebuilding of the Snettisham transmission line after a section was destroyed 

by a snow slide.  It takes roads to build and maintain Hydro plants.  Efficient, safe construction and 

maintenance of transmission lines requires roads or a lot of additional capital to build and maintain.   

Additional capital effectively making these renewable, reliable, and safe projects unaffordable to 

Tongass residents.   

We need roads to connect our communities with each other, and the rest of the continent.  The ferry 

system as it is now constituted, is not sustainable.   It will not have a hope of sustainability until 

Southeast Alaska develops a system that uses short ferry links between roads from our communities to 



those ferry terminals.   It works very well for Norway, and it will work in the Tongass too.   Any 

alternative chosen must allow for roads and utility corridors so the residents of Southeast Alaska can 

have a chance to enjoy the benefits of a transportation system that the rest of the nation enjoys.   

The Roadless Rule effectively eliminates multiple use management from the Tongass.  It is just one more 

layer of prohibition on any use of the Tongass (except to view it from a vessel traveling navigable 

waters). Congress set aside 5.5 million acres of the Tongass as Wilderness in the Alaska National Interest 

Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA).    Then, in 

2001 the Clinton Administration through promulgation of the Roadless Rule designated another 9.4 

million acres of the Tongass as Roadless in violation of the “No More” section of ANILCA by withdrawing 

more than 5,000 acres of national forest lands within the State of Alaska without complying with 

ANILCA’s statutory requirements.  How does anything less than a total exemption from Roadless for the 

Tongass (and the Chugach Forest for that matter) meet the requirements of ANILCA?   

I further restate, and support the comments of The Alaska Miners Association, First Things First Alaska 

Foundation, and the Resource Development Council.   

For the previous reasons, I support a full exemption from the Roadless Rule for the Tongass or 

Alternative 6 the Preferred Alternative.    

 

Sincerely, 

 

E. Neil MacKinnon 

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brendan 
Last name: Mackinson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3882 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brendan Mackinson 
 
Andover, MA 01810 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Mackison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Mackison and I live in Hallandale Beach, Florida. 
 
We are at a critical juncture in trying to save our planet. It is literally suicidal to loosen standards. If we care at 
all for our children and grandchildren, we should be tightening air and water standards including doing 
everything possible to reduce carbon emissions! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, George Mackison 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Mackler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Mackler and I live in Blacksburg, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Mackler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mel 
Last name: Mackler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mel Mackler and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
The Tongass is an asset that cannot be replaced after it has been contaminated through leases allowing 
destruction of these assets. We see this same process occurring in the Amazon where pure water and clean air 
are being contaminated, and natural environmental safeguards against global warming are being destroyed. 
These are assets that are invaluable and irreplacable. Please choose the no action alternative. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mel Mackler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mackovjak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC168 
 
As a resident of Southeast Alaska for nearly a half century, I am among the strong majority of Alaskans those 
who support keeping the Roadless Rule intact on the Tongass. I am also the author of "Tongass Timber: A 
history of Logging and Timber Utilization in Southeast Alaska." 
 
I read your July 25, 2019 Washington Post editorial "Why I support Trump's proposal to lift restrictions in the 
Tongass." I couldn't agree with you less. (And it's a strange time, given the recent revelations about his abuse 
of power regarding Ukraine, for you to be supporting Trump.) 
 
Factually, your editorial is wrong. You stated that one percent of Southeast Alaska is privately owned. What 
about the or-profit Native Corporations that were given some 500,000 acres under the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act? Among the lands transferred was much of the Tongass' best remaining timberland. The 
corporations liquidated that timber, exporting it as round logs to Asia. 
 
You said that Southeast Alaska's social and economic health depended upon fishing, forestry, mining and 
tourism. Yet logging, as Elizabeth Jenkins pointed out in her September 24, 2019 article "Faced with an 
important decision on the Tongass, why is the federal government supporting Alaska's timber industry?" the 
logging sector is Southeast Alaska provides fewer jobs than a Walmart. This is primarily due to the past 
excesses of timber industry in the region. The good, reasonably accessible timber is long gone. 
 
You also stated that the Roadless Rule "affects mining, transportation, energy and more." The 1872 Minign 
Law ensures access to minerals, and transportation and energy development needs have been accommodated 
under the current rule. The Forest Service's September 2018 Roadless Area Conservation Issue Paper states 
that "As of January 2018, 57 projects within roadless areas in Alaska have been submitted for Secretarial or 
Chief's review, and all have been approved." Moreover, most of the projects were approved within a month of 
submission (Since the issue paper was published, the Forest Service has approved additional projects.) Time 
to start calling it like it is, Senator, not trying to mislead the public to further your crude agenda. 
 
There are things you should be doing. Right now you should be demanding to know why $200,000 in federal 
money was given to the Alaska Loggers Association. And you should recognize that the heyday of logging in 
Southeast Alaska is over, that the highest use of our forest today is to allow it provide the services it provides 
24/7 at no cost: clean our air, provided habitat for fish and wildlife, filter our water, and sequester carbon. Our 
future- the future of my children and grandchild-depend on it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Devin 
Last name: MacKrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Devin MacKrell and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Devin MacKrell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Maclachlan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing as a professional formerly contracted to create the presently effective Tsongass NF Forest Plan. I 
have no professional or financial interests in the maintenance of roadless rules in the TNF, other than that I 
believe in the judgement of the USFS, as informed by objective analysis provided by my colleagues and 
myself, was reasonable, well-informed and the best optimization of our natural resources at the time of the best 
information available at the time. 
 
Since then, circumstances have changed. Climate change has become more pronounced, technology has 
continued to make more effective use of short-rotation forest resources to meet our fiber and building material 
needs in locations closer to centers of demand. 
 
There is reason to revise the plan for roads in USF holdings in SE Alaska, throughout Alaska and in all of 
These United States. 
 
A permanent plan must respect the intentions of our founders: that reason and good governance may stay our 
lesser impulses to beggar our children and that this Nation (and the land on which we depend) shall not perish. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: MacLamroc 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alan MacLamroc and I live in Smyrna, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alan MacLamroc 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mari 
Last name: MacLane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not allow roads or logging in the Tongass National Forest! We are in the midst of a crisi, and it is more 
important than ever to protect the wild forests for years to come. Listen to the people and maintain the roadless 
rule. Keep public lands in public hands; we do not want logging in our forest. AS a citizen and biologist, I urge 
you to do the right thing and protect this wild area for its wildlife, beauty, recreation, and the myriad ecosystem 
services it provides to us. By allowing logging you will be remembered as the ones who destroyed a National 
treasure. By keeping the roadless rule intact, you will be known as someone who protected a priceless 
treasure, helping to save future generations. Keep the Tongass national forest free from roads and logging. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: MacLaren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hannah MacLaren and I live in Altadena, California. 
 
Since you are using economic factors to justify the action, I suggest that the health costs generated by your 
rollback also be factored in. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Hannah MacLaren 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: MacLaurin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laura MacLaurin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: MacLaurin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laura MacLaurin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: MacLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3282 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ian MacLean 
 
Bedford Hills, NY 10507 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: MacLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3282 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Ian MacLean 
Bedford Hills, NY 10507 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ross 
Last name: MacLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ross MacLean and I live in Ocala, Florida. 
 
Failure to do this now could mean the extinction of the human race - are you willing to take that chance? Then I 
consider you and your organization as murderers! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ross MacLean 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alasdair 
Last name: MacLellan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: MacLennan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is desperately important that we conserve these last remaining ancient forests for the health of our species 
and the planet. There is no way that their true value living could be out-weighed by their value as timber. This is 
an insane perspective that no modern economist could support. Please reconsider opening Tongass to timber 
harvest. Please DO NOT approve harvesting timber from this important intact resource. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deb 
Last name: Macleod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deb Macleod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ramsay 
Last name: MacLeod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ramsay MacLeod and I live in Lake Worth, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ramsay MacLeod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: Maclure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carole Maclure and I live in Olney, Maryland. 
 
The protection of the Tongass National forest is essential to the balance of the environment and irreplaceable. 
It needs to be preserved for the future rather than clear cut for very short term commercial profits! Just dont do 
it! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carole Maclure 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gordon 
Last name: MacMartin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gordon MacMartin and I live in Buffalo, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gordon MacMartin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Macmillan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC232 
 
23 Oct 2019 
 
Dear Forest Stewards: 
 
Please do not open the Tongass National Forest to logging. 
 
The eagles, bears, spawning salmon, and all other critters have no voice so I write for them. Please allow them 
to roam free in the Forest as it stands. 
 
Thank you, Ann Macmillan 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: Macmillan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen Macmillan and I live in Lafayette, California. 
 
 
Please - time is running out .... 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eileen Macmillan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrie 
Last name: MacMillan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrie MacMillan and I live in Modesto, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lawrie MacMillan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: MacNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas MacNamara and I live in Knoxville, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas MacNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: d'Anne 
Last name: MacNeil 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is d'Anne MacNeil and I live in Mesa, Arizona. 
 
Forests are our air purifiers and we desperately need them in their pristine state. LEAVE THE TONGASS AS IT 
IS!!!!!!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, d'Anne MacNeil 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: MacNeil 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it May Concern, 
 
 
 
I am thoroughly against any logging and the expansion of roads in the Tongass National Forest. This is a 
pristine wilderness, and needs to be kept wild. Therefore, I am for your Option A - a Completely Roadless 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Macomber 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jessica Macomber 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Macomber 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Macomber and I live in Herndon, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Macomber 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristyn 
Last name: MacPhail 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristyn MacPhail and I live in Littleton, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristyn MacPhail 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: MacPherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bob MacPherson and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
I am a scientist educated as a physicist. My wife, a clinical psychologist, and I visit several national forests 
every year. They are very important to us! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bob MacPherson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: MacPherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dave MacPherson and I live in New Holland, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dave MacPherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Grace 
Last name: MacPhie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC491 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Grace MacPhie, I live in Haines AK, I have lived and worked in the Tongass for the last 6 years 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
I work in the tourist industry and people come here to see the untoched land and forest without that why would 
they want to come, and without them there would be NO work 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
The Chillka Vally I call home and these mountains and rivers need to be protected. 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
I use it for work, with out tourism I would not be able to live here and on my off time go hiking, fishing, berry 
picking and so much more 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Maintaining hiking trails in the area, and helping with salmon development. 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 



 
Sincerely, 
 
Grace MacPhie 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Macquarie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charles Macquarie and I live in Carson City, Nevada. 
 
North America relies on forests like the Tongass to absorb CO2 and help reduce the worst impacts of climate 
change. Reducing protections for the forest is exactly the wrong thing to do and will make climate change 
worse for all of us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Charles Macquarie 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Macqueen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Caroline Macqueen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Macri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5585 
 
TS-1 RLR-N RS-1 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
We log in Ohio 
 
[illegible] 
 
Stewardship of the land 1st + for most. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: MacTavish 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: Macura 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Louise Macura and I live in West Mifflin, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Louise Macura 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Macvicar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
stop the constant destruction of our lands.I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the 
current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet 
another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the 
Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the 
backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Macvicar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Arlene 
Last name: Macwan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Arlene Macwan and I live in Old Orchard Beach, Maine. 
 
I have been to Alaska and seen the breathtaking natural beauty there. I have also seen mountains that had 
been clear cut and it is heartbreaking. Our forests need to be protected! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Arlene Macwan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Macy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Macy and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Macy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maczura 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Maczura 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Saarthak 
Last name: Madan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Saarthak Madan and I live in Seattle, Washington.  
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Saarthak Madan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: alexander 
Last name: maday 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is alexander maday and I live in Roselle, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, alexander maday 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CHRISTINE 
Last name: MADAY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CHRISTINE MADAY and I live in Independence, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CHRISTINE MADAY 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don Madden and I live in Grass Valley, California. 
 
 
Good God  we need the forest.  No cutting!  Keep the roadless rule!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don Madden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margie 
Last name: Madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margie Madden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5679 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Madden and I live in Elmhurst, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Madden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susanne 
Last name: madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susanne madden and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
Saving our remaining forests is critical! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susanne madden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susanne 
Last name: madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susanne madden and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susanne madden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susanne 
Last name: madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susanne madden and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susanne madden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susanne 
Last name: madden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susanne madden and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susanne madden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Maddern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Maddern and I live in Kingsland, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Maddern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Maddex 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Maddex and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
 
Those trees belong my greatgrandchildren, not to logging corporations.+ 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellen Maddex 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Salvatore 
Last name: Maddi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Salvatore Maddi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Maddocks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Maddocks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Maddox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Maddox and I live in Reno, Nevada. 
 
 
We must maintain all of our national forests for the sake of the climate. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Maddox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Noah 
Last name: Maddox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I choose Alternative 1 for Tongass 
 
Hello, 
 
In reference to opening up the Tongass National Forest for old growth logging I support Alternative 1. 
 
I would like the government to take no action and to leave Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule. This would 
include not logging the Tongass National Forest. I do not want logging to be done because these trees are 
important to locally fisheroes and are important stores of Carbon. 
 
Also, please be aware if the Tongass National Forest is affected under the Trump administration this will only 
increase the chances that I will never vote Republican. 
 
Thank you very much. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ralph 
Last name: Maddox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Option 1. Leave this land as it is. My God, have you no conscience. Have your people not done a 
REAL Environmental Impact Study?? Common sense will show that disturbing this ecosystem will change 
everything in it. PLEASE, stop listening to the greedy corporations and oil people. They have no one in concern 
but their own profits. This is one of the most egregious violations of Environmental protections I have seen yet, 
under this administration. I might add, the people that are pushing this are not from this area and probably have 
NEVER been to this area. So it doesn't concern them that they will be destroying a Beautiful and Fragile 
Environment. STOP THIS MADNESS!!! Thank You. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Demi 
Last name: Maddry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC149 
 
I use it for photography and meditation. 
 
I also use Auke Lake for fun [illegible] [illegible] no action 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: Maddux 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carole Maddux and I live in Roswell, Georgia. 
 
I have experienced the primal beauty of the Tongass rainforest and hope for my grandchildren to experience it 
also. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carole Maddux 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Madeco-Smith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Madeco-Smith and I live in Little Falls, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Madeco-Smith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Mader 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Mader 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Teri 
Last name: Mader 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teri Mader and I live in Moab, Utah. 
 
It is in the best interests of Alaskans and all Americans to leave the Tongass alone. There are plenty of other 
areas that could be logged much more profitably and with less damage to our forests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Teri Mader 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mader 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4057 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Tongass is far more valuable untouched than with trashed with roads. Also, to log in that area would not be 
economically viable. Would this be done with a taxpayer subsidy? 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Mader 
 
Cooper Lading, AK 99572 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mader 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5205 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule has led to the preservation of key wooded areas in Alaska. This has encouraged the 
preservation of our waters for Salmon. I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the 
Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. 
 
I am concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Mader 
 
Cooper Landing, AK 99572 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mader 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4057 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Tongass is far more valuable untouched than with trashed with roads. Also, to log in that area would not be 
economically viable. Would this be done with a taxpayer subsidy? 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams.  
 
Sincerely,  
Thomas Mader 
Cooper Lading, AK 99572 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Mader 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
In the best long term interests of Alaskans and Americans in general he Tongass should stay untouched. As a 
supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susan 
Last name: maderer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan maderer and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susan maderer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Madia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Scott Madia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Madigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Madigan and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jill Madigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Madigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Madigan and I live in The Bronx, New York. 
 
 
Please continue to support the Tongass National Forest and do not allow clearcutting of the trees. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen Madigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Madigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sally Madigan and I live in Meadow Vista, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sally Madigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julian 
Last name: madison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julian madison and I live in Moorestown, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julian madison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: GARY 
Last name: MADOLE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is GARY MADOLE and I live in Palm Coast, Florida. 
 
 
DUMP TRUMP TOO!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, GARY MADOLE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rashna 
Last name: Madon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Our natural resources should not be touched! They are in our safe keeping for future generations! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Madonti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michelle Madonti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alyssa 
Last name: Madrid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC141 
 
* I use the Tongass to harvest and enjoy the beauty of it. 
 
* NO ROAD! Keep Alaska beautiful and plentiful with nature! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jade 
Last name: Madrid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jade Madrid and I live in Gardendale, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jade Madrid 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Madrid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Madrid and I live in Florence, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Madrid 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angelo 
Last name: Madrigale 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angelo Madrigale and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angelo Madrigale 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Calli 
Last name: Madrone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Calli Madrone and I live in Bend, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Calli Madrone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the No Action option. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:20:54 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jill Madsen 
Colorado Springs, CO 80918 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Madsen and I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jill Madsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Madsen and I live in Lavina, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Madsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Madsen and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Madsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Madsen and I live in Iowa City, Iowa. 
 
 
It is crucial that we protect our wild areas.  This is an important issue and it definitely affects how I vote. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Madsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 10:27:24 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca Madsen and I was born and raised in Petersburg, AK. The outdoors and old growth 
forests on and around Mitkof Island have been my playground for 25 years. This has provided me with endless 
entertainment options, while allowing me to consistently establish a positive mindset. Additionally, the forest 
offers an unparalleled habitat for wildlife which in turn provides my family with reliable sources of income and 
food. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule 
and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, 
and the peace and solitude I find in nature. I am also concerned with the status of the Tongass as a national 
and global treasure and the conservation of resources for future generations. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish and deer habitat, subsistence hunting, and foraging/gathering wild 
foods. I also depend on the roadless areas for enjoying nature, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for 
future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin 
Islands, Prince of Wales Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The potential 
repercussions to the Southeast Alaskan communities outweigh any economic value from the exploitation of our 
nations largest standing old growth forest.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
If we allow the roadless rule to be reversed we risk losing Alaskas pristine wilderness.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Madsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Madsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Madson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Gass protection 
 
No. Do not allow a change in the protection of Tongass National Forest. Wild places need to stay that way, not 
turned into a for - profit industrial site. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Madud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maria Madud 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Mady 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jessica Mady 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Mae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tara Mae and I live in Stony Brook, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tara Mae 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Maehren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please take no action and leave the roadless rule in effect. It is benefiting but the local community and our 
environment. From the evidence gathered it is clear that lifting the ban on road building and logging will benefit 
a handful of corporations who export logs to Asia. Local communities will see very little economic benefits. The 
rain forest ecosystems should be protected as a national asset. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Maenaka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracy Maenaka and I live in Wailuku, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracy Maenaka 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Maerten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Maerten and I live in Wyncote, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Stop the pollution before there is no earth left to pollute. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Maerten 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Maerz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Maerz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Maestas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Emily Maestas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maestas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Maestas and I live in Glendale, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Maestas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexis 
Last name: Maestre-Saborit 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexis Maestre-Saborit and I live in Fort Myers, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alexis Maestre-Saborit 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 9:06:01 PM 
First name: Betsy 
Last name: Maestro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Betsy Maestro 
Cornville, AZ 86325 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Betsy 
Last name: Maestro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Betsy Maestro and I live in Cornville, Arizona. 
 
The role of the EPA is to protect American citizens by ensuring high standards for air and water quality. It 
should have no role in carrying out the agenda of industrial interests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Betsy Maestro 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Maffei 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Maffei and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
Please stand up for the environment over special interests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Maffei 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Maffeo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Maffeo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Maffett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5129 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Save the steelhead 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Frank Maffett 
 
Williamsport, PA 17702 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Magallon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Magallon and I live in Carlsbad, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Magallon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Colin 
Last name: Magana 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello, 
 
 
 
I stand in favor of Alternative 1. Having seen parts of this land in my youth I know its beauty and hope that it will 
be protected both for the wildlife in the area as well as for future generations to see. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Magana 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Magana 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Magarian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Magarian and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
We need to develop a recycling infrastructure in the country to handle plastic waste. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Magarian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:26:07 PM 
First name: Nicholas 
Last name: Magdits 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicholas Magdits and I live in New Haven, CT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I care because it's important to protect our wildlife and keep public lands in public hands. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its 
sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabriel 
Last name: Magee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I write to Express my concern regarding the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document 
Number 2019-0023. Please consider maintaining roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, 
including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. At a minimum, 
please consider alternatives 2 &amp; 3. What we do now in the name of progress can never be undone and 
there are so few roadless areas left in this world. As TR pointed out long ago, these lands should be used to 
benefit the most amount of people for the longest amount of time. Developing these lands only truly provides 
short term benefits to those in extraction industries, while taking something rare from all future generations. 
Please consider this an maintain the protections of the roadless rule in the Tongass and elsewhere. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Magee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Magee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Magee and I live in Guyton, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Magee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: LeAnn 
Last name: Magee 
Organization: Abita Springs Ready for 100 
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern,I was born and raised in the Pacific Northwest, camping at National Parks, attending 
Girl Scout camps, and Methodist Church Summer camp. I have traveled throughout the Northwest, including 
Canada and Alaska. My Bachelor of Science degree, from Portland State University, is in Northwest Coast 
Archaeology. Having witnessed the biodiversity and ecological fragility of this amazing environment, I feel I can 
attest to the importance of its preservation. Historically, this area is an important cultural resource for native 
populations and the cultures who rely upon the coastal waterways and inland forests. Logging creates erosion 
which causes an influx of sediments into waterways, destroying fish habitat. Micronutrients from the soul are 
then lost to washouts, and microorganisms havent the capacity for survival. This destruction of topsoil doesnt 
allow for healthy regrowth. It is scientifically proven that ancient trees support an ecosystem which is highly 
specialized but imperative the health of surrounding wildlife communities. Removal of just one old growth Sitka 
Spruce leads to the chain of events in which entire niches are rendered inactive. This kind of logging affects far 
more than its geographic location. It affects the entire forest and the people who live there. It also affects 
surrounding populations through the tremendous release of carbon which in turn raises the temperature of the 
forest beyond sustainable limits. 
 
I urge you to protect the Tongass Forest from degradation through logging, and maintain the road-free status 
that ensures its pristine state exists for generations to come. Thank you for your time and consideration of this 
exceptionally important matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
LeAnn P MageeChair, Abita Committee for Energy Sustainability 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Magee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Park 
 
Hello: 
 
As a very concerned grandmother and Christian, I implore you to do everything in your power to prevent this 
rogue government from destroying our planet home, national treasures. We need to do this for our children, 
grandchildren. We are the stewards of this earth, God[rsquo]s creation. 
 
We must not fail to protect what has been given. 
 
Please, I beg of you. Do not allow roads to be built that would signal the demise of the beauty of Tongass 
wilderness and with it, our earthly lives. Climate crisis is real. 
 
I want my heirs to live in an inhabitable world. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Nancy Magee 
 
[Position] 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Magers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pamela Magers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: carlo 
Last name: maggiora 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express  opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) 
in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect 
some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must 
choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm 
Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, carlo maggiora 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Magid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn Magid 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Magid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC104 
 
Protect the forest! 
 
No Action alternative! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Magill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC357 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am distressed to hear the proposal to increase logging in the Tongass National Forest. *Please* [text 
underlined for emphasis] protect this important temperate rainforest, the old-growth trees that remain, + the 
wildlife that depend on them. 
 
Thank-you for your consideration, 
 
[Signature] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Magill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Magill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Magill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Magill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Mägli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Save Tongass 
 
Dear governement 
 
 
 
I am a Swiss landscape photographer and I am travelling to places like this, because there are not so many 
left. 
 
So please leave this paradise untauched and wild for all the fute generations! 
 
 
 
Best regards 
 
Martin Maegli 
 
 [Attachment is not related to the rule and is part of a signature block, specifically an image for a logo for Martin 
Magli Photography] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: Magliola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrence Magliola and I live in Sequim, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lawrence Magliola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: Magliola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lawrence Magliola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Magner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC812 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Magner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC813 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Millie 
Last name: Magner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Millie Magner and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Millie Magner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Olivia 
Last name: Magni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Olivia Magni and I live in Sweet Valley, PA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
My name is Olivia, and I am a fisheries biologist. Tongass National Forest has served as a place of solace, 
education, and adventureand my story isnt unique; it does this for many other people who experience its 
wilderness. It is the largest, uninterrupted stretch of forest in the United States, providing irreplaceable habitat 
and ecosystems for creatures of all shapes and sizes. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as a national and global treasure. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
support small-scale, sustainable logging, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Desiree 
Last name: Magno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Desiree Magno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sam 
Last name: Magnotto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sam Magnotto and I live in Paia, Hawaii. 
 
Please consider our children &amp;amp; grandchildren when making decisions regarding environmental 
destruction that cannot be undone. Aloha, Sam 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sam Magnotto 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicolas 
Last name: Magnum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Magnuson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless rule 
 
I am opposed to ending the roadless rule in the Tongass national forest. As a 36 year resident of SE Alaska I 
have seen the cumulative effect of old growth harvest on our fish streams and animal populations. Even though 
the FS is attempting to say that getting rid of this rule will not make any difference in forest management, this is 
not credible. The loggers association seems to think it will, they must have a reason. The taxpayers have 
funded enough subsidies already to the timber industry and every time we build another road it is just another 
subsidy to a industry that can't support themselves. Tourism and the fishing industry provide income for 
thousands of people in SE ...the timber industry a few hundred , and the wood shipped away to Asia. It is time 
we protect this forests resources for the American people, and quit paying for it to be given away. The bulk of 
the comments has been against this change , towns and communities, native groups, fishermen, tourism 
groups and subsistence users have all come out against it. Shame on the forest service if it does not listen to 
the people. 
 
Judy Magnuson 
 
Port Protection , Alaska 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kayla 
Last name: Magnuson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kayla Magnuson and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kayla Magnuson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Magnuson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC555 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
as an old grwoth forest I understand that once this is no longer protected it will be logged - and the resource is 
lost forever. We lived in Washington State near logging areas and have observed clearcutting, 2nd growth + 
old growth and now that old growth forest will not recover in our lifetime or my grandaughters. This will 
negatively effect Sitka's future of an area [illegible] bountiful resources such as [illegible] fishing, tourist 
industry. It truly is one of the last great places and needs *protection* [text underlined for emphasis] 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. [Signature] 
 
Sincerely, Patricia Magnuson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shan 
Last name: Magnuson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shan Magnuson and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shan Magnuson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shan 
Last name: Magnuson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shan Magnuson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Neville 
Last name: Magone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Magoon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Magoon and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Magoon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Magrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Magrath and I live in Pomona, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pat Magrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christi 
Last name: Magruder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christi Magruder and I live in Silver Spring, Maryland. 
 
We have been making huge strides over the last 20 years to clean up the Chesapeake Bay and Potomac river. 
We can't allow water health to decline and animal / aquatic life to be eradicated without destroying human life. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Christi Magruder 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Magruder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Magruder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Magruder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Magruder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Mags 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bob Mags and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bob Mags 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabe 
Last name: Magtutu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5133 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
When will we ever learn? 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gabe Magtutu 
 
Montrose, CO 81401 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Maguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I am writing to express my interest in continuing to protect the Tongass National Forest and its backcountry and 
roadless areas from unnecessary logging and development. 
 
We in New England have seen so much degradation of our open spaces. We need to preserve our country and 
planet for our grandchildren and their children. 
 
The Tongass has tremendous value for outdoor recreation in the region, and also provides clean water, clean 
air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic and ecological health of Southeast 
Alaska. Road building, logging, and development should continue to be prohibited in the Tongass's roadless 
areas through upholding the Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Barbara Maguire 
 
Reading, MA 01867 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Maguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joel Maguire and I live in Barnstable, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joel Maguire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Maguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Phyllisann 
Last name: Maguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phyllisann Maguire and I live in Oxnard, California. 
 
Once the forest is destroyed it is gone forever along with its benefits to our health and that of the planet. Just 
because the current administration does not have any respect for anything except money, please don't fall into 
its trap. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Phyllisann Maguire 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Maguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sara Maguire and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sara Maguire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: linda 
Last name: magyar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is linda magyar and I live in Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
 
please protect our forests and out climate for the animals and humans who count on it to live 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, linda magyar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Magyar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Magyar and I live in Chippewa Falls, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Magyar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Magzis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Magzis and I live in Concord, New Hampshire. 
 
I have been to The Tongass and was very impressed by the thick vegetation there, especially the beautiful tall 
trees. In addition to being beautiful, these provide habitat for wildlife and help make human life on Earth 
possible by absorbing a great deal of carbon. These factors are worth protecting against corporate interests. 
Please DO NOT CLEARCUT or otherwise diminish this forest. We should respect the Roadless Rule. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Laura Magzis 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Mah and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
NO ROADS in our National Forests!  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Mah 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mina 
Last name: Mahadevan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mina Mahadevan and I live in Princeton, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mina Mahadevan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chester 
Last name: Mahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chester Mahan and I live in Boyne Falls, Michigan. 
 
The earth sustains us and we are the product of it's evolution; yet we are destroying air, water and 
land......why? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Chester Mahan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Mahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Mahan and I live in Marlborough, Massachusetts. 
 
 
The Trump family will be remembers like a certain German's 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Mahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5261 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
My name is David Mahan, and I am a lifelong user of public land. Wild lands and wildlife are important to me 
and I see no good reason to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Mahan 
 
Seattle, WA 981112 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Mahan and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
My grandmother and grandfather emigrated from Sweden to Juneau, Alaska in 1907 and their descendants 
have been living in Alaska ever since. Please do not allow the harvesting of the ancient Tongass National 
forest that makes Alaska what it is besides contributing to the inhabitable balance of the planet! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathleen Mahan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Mahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
These goals do not further sustainability practices and will only increase the harm done to the few remaining 
intact sections of wilderness in America. Please do not further add to these practices and climate change, by 
destroying the forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Verlyn 
Last name: Mahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3989 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Verlyn Mahan 
 
Greeley, CO 80634 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sam 
Last name: Mahanes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC805 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Mahanna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern: 
 
I strongly oppose Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #5451. It will not benefit the Alaskan economy and will be 
detrimental to the natural resource. Please do not pass it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jess 
Last name: Mahar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruvita 
Last name: Maharaj 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ruvita Maharaj and I live in Richmond, California. 
EPA: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ruvita Maharaj 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: Mahatcek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louise Mahatcek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Mahder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debbie Mahder and I live in Battle Ground, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debbie Mahder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyce 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alyce Maher and I live in Big Sur, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alyce Maher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyce 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alyce Maher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the roadless rule 
 
Please protect the roadless rule. This is commonsense policy that my liberal and conservative friends agree on. 
Don't cave in to corporate interests benefiting a select few. Protect the environment on behalf of the entire 
nation. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Chris Maher 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Maher and I live in Claremont, California. 
 
 
IMPRISON tRUMP 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Maher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I want to go on record as being totally against this project. We need to protect our valuable remaining natural 
resources, not destroy them. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Maher and I live in [@advCity], New Jersey. 
 
 
Let wild areas stay wild! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Maher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Maher and I live in St. Petersburg, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Maher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Maher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1049 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Mahfuz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Mahfuz and I live in Davie, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy Mahfuz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mahfuz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Mahfuz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mahfuz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mahfuz and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Mahfuz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mahfuz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mahfuz and I live in Davie, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Mahfuz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: T 
Last name: Mahler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is T Mahler and I live in Riviera Beach, Florida. 
 
Please, do the right thing and make a difference in our fight to save the forests of our country.Protect our 
forests from greedy corporations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, T Mahler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: larry 
Last name: mahlis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is larry mahlis and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, larry mahlis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: Mahlman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I like forests and the fact that this one might be destroyed saddens me. Please don't sadden me. :'( 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jody 
Last name: Mahnken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jody Mahnken and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
 
Please save our forests for future generations. Thank you for listening and saving the Earth! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jody Mahnken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Mahoney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dan Mahoney and I live in Ringgold, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dan Mahoney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mahoney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Mahoney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mahoney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Mahoney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Mahoney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita Mahoney and I live in Topeka, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rita Mahoney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Mahoney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rita Mahoney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:17:52 PM 
First name: Liz 
Last name: Mahony 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Liz Mahony 
New York, NY 10025 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: Mahood-Jose 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen Mahood-Jose and I live in Bloomfield, New Jersey. 
 
Enough! Old-growth forests filter pollutants out of the air more effectively than younger trees. They are precious 
and shouldn't have a price tag on them. They should continue to be off-limits to loggers for the good of the 
planet and future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Eileen Mahood-Jose 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shanda 
Last name: Mahurin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shanda Mahurin and I live in Spring Hill, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shanda Mahurin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amabilia 
Last name: Maia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amabilia Maia and I live in Barra Da Tijuca, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amabilia Maia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cecilia 
Last name: Maida 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cecilia Maida and I live in Shingle Springs, California. 
 
Our forests, wildlife &amp;amp; marine life should be protected from private corporate projects for future 
generations 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cecilia Maida 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cecilia 
Last name: Maida 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
Since Mr. Perdue has taken over USDA, there has been a noticable disregard for our environment & lack of 
desire for animal welfare laws and/or enforcement. The USDA is being gutted of it's superior staff from within 
using trickery of transfers & wage cuts to force people to quit. You have refused to enforce Animal Welfare Act 
laws allowing abusers to roam freely leading to a much more dangerous society. You have hidden records on 
abusers to protect them, like puppy mills, dairy & factory farms, and have escalated the number of pigs killed 
per hour erasing humane standards people worked decades to achieve. You are eroding human decency of 
treating animals humanely & it is having an effect on society... 
 
Now you target our forests & wildlife that reside therein as they face threat from drought, fire & climate change 
(you also deny while rest of world acknowledges which is catastrophic ignorance). 
 
You try to stop public comments and only hear corporate desires & this is America & we won't tolerate it! You 
lie to round up Federally protected wild horses to help cattle grazers steal their lands & we watch. We watch 
while Trump & Republicans systematically DESTROY anything that lives & breathes to make a dollar... 
 
Hence, I urge you think into what the future needs & to to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cecilia Maida 
 
Shingle Springs, CA 95682 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sylvia 
Last name: Maiellaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3043 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
I highly support sustaining the "Roadless Rule". Doing away with it will only [Illegible] [Illegible] to destroying the 
land, animal habitat with reckless [Illegible]. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Albert 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3635 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Albert Maier 
 
Wexford, PA 15090 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anastasia 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please see the attached letter. 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 15, 2019 
 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
 
 
My name is Anastasia Maier and I hope this letter finds you well. 
 
 
 
I am an attorney that works specifically in the climate crisis and cleantech space. I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, 
Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
The proposed carve out for the Roadless Rule would be to support a timber harvest and industrial scale logging 
(as outlined below). Please know, rampant economic development of this nature is a short term solution. We 
have to caretake the land and respect its natural cycles in tandem with building a green economy and 
resilience. If we fail to marry these two concepts together, then the tension will continue to divide us and the 
earth. I invite you and the state of Alaska to think about what alternatives to economic development can be 
nurtured by the federal government. An extractionist economy will always be a scarcity based model (trees are 
a finite resource). 
 
 
 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest, 
which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples. The Tongass is the 
world[rsquo]s largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called "America's Climate Forest" as it is the 
single most important national forest for carbon sequestration and climate change mitigation in the United 
States. 
 
 
 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than 
the world[rsquo]s entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the U.S., must commit to 
reducing emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
During the original rulemaking process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the Roadless Rule, 
which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting impact on the Tongass. The rule 
continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll finding three-fourths of the general public in 
support of the Roadless Rule. 



 
 
 
If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale logging. 
Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting rivers and streams, harm 
cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous communities, jeopardize local economies based on 
tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest 
Service could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years. 
 
 
 
Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal 
governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 
from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively 
contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are 
integral to the forest. 
 
 
 
I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global climate, and stand 
with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless rule intact and selecting the no-action 
alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Anastasia Maier, Esq. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 15, 2019 
 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
 
 
My name is Anastasia Maier and I hope this letter finds you well. 
 
 
 
I am an attorney that works specifically in the climate crisis and cleantech space. I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, 
Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
The proposed carve out for the Roadless Rule would be to support a timber harvest and industrial scale logging 
(as outlined below). Please know, rampant economic development of this nature is a short term solution. We 



have to caretake the land and respect its natural cycles in tandem with building a green economy and 
resilience. If we fail to marry these two concepts together, then the tension will continue to divide us and the 
earth. I invite you and the state of Alaska to think about what alternatives to economic development can be 
nurtured by the federal government. An extractionist economy will always be a scarcity based model (trees are 
a finite resource). 
 
 
 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest, 
which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples. The Tongass is the 
world[rsquo]s largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called "America's Climate Forest" as it is the 
single most important national forest for carbon sequestration and climate change mitigation in the United 
States. 
 
 
 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than 
the world[rsquo]s entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the U.S., must commit to 
reducing emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
During the original rulemaking process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the Roadless Rule, 
which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting impact on the Tongass. The rule 
continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll finding three-fourths of the general public in 
support of the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale logging. 
Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting rivers and streams, harm 
cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous communities, jeopardize local economies based on 
tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest 
Service could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years. 
 
 
 
Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal 
governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 
from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively 
contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are 
integral to the forest. 
 
 
 
I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global climate, and stand 
with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless rule intact and selecting the no-action 
alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Anastasia Maier, Esq. 
 
 



 
[Position] 
 



December 15, 2019  

 

Dear Secretary Perdue: 

 

My name is Anastasia Maier and I hope this letter finds you well.  

 

I am an attorney that works specifically in the climate crisis and cleantech space. I am writing to 

support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 

Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1.  

 

The proposed carve out for the Roadless Rule would be to support a timber harvest and 

industrial scale logging (as outlined below). Please know, rampant economic development 

of this nature is a short term solution. We have to caretake the land and respect its natural 

cycles in tandem with building a green economy and resilience. If we fail to marry these two 

concepts together, then the tension will continue to divide us and the earth. I invite you and the 

state of Alaska to think about what alternatives to economic development can be nurtured by 

the federal government. An extractionist economy will always be a scarcity based model (trees 

are a finite resource).  

 

I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass 

National Forest, which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian 

peoples. The Tongass is the world’s largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called 

"America's Climate Forest" as it is the single most important national forest for carbon 

sequestration and climate change mitigation in the United States. 

 

Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse 

gas pollution than the world’s entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the 

U.S., must commit to reducing emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass 

National Forest.  

 

During the original rulemaking process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the 

Roadless Rule, which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting 

impact on the Tongass. The rule continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll 

finding three-fourths of the general public in support of the Roadless Rule.  

 

If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale 

logging. Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting 

rivers and streams, harm cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous 

communities, jeopardize local economies based on tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost 

taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest Service could end up losing 

more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years.  

 

Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the 

Tongass from the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which 

https://earthjustice.org/features/timeline-of-the-roadless-rule
https://earthjustice.org/features/timeline-of-the-roadless-rule
https://www.ktoo.org/2019/02/11/of-140000-comments-most-favor-keeping-the-tongass-forest-roadless-rule/
https://www.pewtrusts.org/-/media/assets/2019/03/pew-charitable-trusts---us-public-lands-survey-2019---memo-v4.pdf
https://www.pewtrusts.org/-/media/assets/2019/03/pew-charitable-trusts---us-public-lands-survey-2019---memo-v4.pdf
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-timber/


represents 57 tribal governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in 

Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest 

and our global climate but the exemption will actively contribute to the ongoing genocide of 

Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are integral to the forest. 

 

I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global 

climate, and stand with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless 

rule intact and selecting the no-action alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 

  

Sincerely, 

 

Anastasia Maier, Esq.  

 

https://www.ktoo.org/2019/10/14/tribal-government-group-supports-keeping-alaskas-roadless-rule/
https://www.ktoo.org/2019/10/14/tribal-government-group-supports-keeping-alaskas-roadless-rule/


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5009 
 
I, Henry Maier, do not support the idea of reducing restrictions on logging in the Tongass Forest of Alaska. 
Deforestation is a huge problem in America and is a large contributor to climate change. Not only will cutting 
down parts of the forest add stored CO2 to the atmosphere, but it will destroy important habitat for animals 
there. The U.S. government needs to better understand that forests are vital natural resources and are not 
expendable--they were not created to be used for human resources. 
 
-Henry Maier 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6263 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
My name is Hnery Im 8 and I lick to hunt and fish 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joann 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joann Maier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joann 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joann Maier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenny 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenny Maier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 10:02:18 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Maier and I live in Juneau, AK. I have called Juneau home since summer of 2004.  Like 
many, I was drawn here by fish, wild animals, mountains, and the spectacular access to world class 
recreational opportunity. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned 
with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing,hunting, and the status of the 
Tongass as a national and global treasure. Perhaps more importantly, the forest's ability to sequester carbon 
and mitigate climate change impacts will be compromised if this exemption is granted.    
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects. As a 
fishing guide, I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for my economic livelihood.  I believe 
we need to keep public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Admiralty 
Island, Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any 
alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. 
It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest.  The effort to return to old 
growth, clear-cut logging announced by this ill-advised attempt to exempt the Tongass from the roadless rule 
marks a step backward, toward a way of being that is fundamentally incompatible with the current economic 
drivers in the region.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging, while also investing in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
Listen to Southeast Alaskans on this one.  We know what's best for our backyard.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. . 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6364 
 
Dear friends at USFS- 
 
If you live in Southeast Alaska, you probably eat like me and my family: wild salmon, venison, & waterfowl are 
our staples. I'm fortunate to have 2 full chest freezers this year, crammed with bounty from The Tongass 
National Forest. We rely on areas protected by the roadless rule to harvest almost all of our protein. We hope 
you can advocate for the *No Action*[text boxed for emphasis] Alternative! Keep the roadless rule! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a resident of Southeast Alaska who depends on roadless areas (notably on Douglas Island and the 
Mansfield Peninsula on Admiralty Island) to feed my family, I'm writing in strong support of the no action 
alternative. Although I actively worked to find compromise solutions as part of the deeply flawed state process, 
as currently drafted, the proposed state-specific roadless rule is not only misguided, but represents a significant 
waste of federal money. Below, in a narrative fashion, I outline some of the reasons why I think this is the case, 
highlighting in particular the importance of the conservation measures in-place through the Roadless Rule on 
the Tongass for the food on my table. 
 
 
 
... 
 
 
 
 
 
As the fall harvest season comes to a close, it's time for our annual reorganization of the chest freezer. As I 
donned insulated gloves and moved the oldest vacuum-sealed packages to the top last night, I was struck by 
how much of what my family eats comes from our backyard. There's a section for deer (that still has some 
space!), another for salmon (both fresh and smoked), another for ducks and grouse. We are lucky to have a 
few exotics in there this year-my son got a caribou up North, as well as some partridge from a hunt in the lower 
48-but year-in and year-out, we eat wild food from the Tongass National Forest. It's literally who we are. 
 
 
 
As a chorus of voices from Southeast Alaska has stated in every possible venue since the proposal to 
exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule earlier this fall, the Rule has helped conserve key areas of the 
Tongass from the predictable impacts of industrial old-growth logging, in the process supporting healthy habitat 
for the deer, fish, and birds that we put on the table. 
 
 
 
Given the ubiquity of similarly filled chest freezers, it's not surprising that most Southeast Alaskans think the 
roadless rule is working. 
 
 
 
Commercial fishing groups have come out in force against the proposed rollback. Regional tribal groups, 
representing those who have been living off this land since time immemorial, have voiced strong opposition 
(https://www.juneauempire.com/news/southeast-tribes-unite-to-oppose-lifting-roadless-rule/). The tourism 
industry has been outspoken; city assemblies are chiming in to let everyone know they think the Roadless Rule 
is working. Even long-time Forest Service leaders have proclaimed the rule to be effective 
(https://www.juneauempire.com/opinion/opinion-i-hope-inclusion-of-the-tongass-under-the-roadless-rule-is-
maintained/). Save for the handful of employees of the last surviving old growth timber mill in the region, almost 
everyone agrees the roadless rule is working. 
 
 
 
It's working because the Rule not only protects the fish and wildlife we rely on to feed our families in Southeast, 
but it also was set up in a reasonable way to allow our communities to conduct the development activities we 
need. Small hydro-projects, roads to connect villages to regional electrical grids, small timber sales, mining 
exploration projects-all are totally possible under the current Roadless Rule. In fact, every single one of the 58 
proposed exemptions to the rule for similar projects has been permitted. What isn't possible under the current 



rule is industrial-scale clearcut logging in the small but ecologically critical remaining portions of old growth that 
matter most for producing robust populations of deer, healthy runs of fish, and that constitute the amphitheater 
for my favorite forest performers, the spring-hooting sooty grouse. 
 
 
 
The proposed Alaska exemption to this rule is simply an effort to revive an old growth logging industry that cost 
taxpayers millions in subsidies during the late twentieth century hey-day of tree cutting and that has been kept 
on government-sponsored hospice care for the last two decades. Logging only works here in our temperate 
rainforest with tremendous financial inputs from taxpayers like you and me. (Taxpayers for Common Sense 
estimates that we subsidized the Tongass timber program in excess of $30 million per year or over $600 million 
over the past 20 years). While I believe sustainable timber harvest is not only possible but necessary for the 
Tongass, the roll back of the Roadless Rule does not mark a path toward this important goal. 
 
 
 
As others have stated so clearly, the trees-like us, literally made of salmon-are far more valuable as a 
cornerstone link in an ecosystem than the forest products that could be harvested. 
 
 
 
Again, I strongly support the no-action alternative; no action on the Roadless Rule is the best action for family 
chest freezers throughout the region. 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Yeah this sounds like a terrible idea. 100% against. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Reed 
Last name: Maier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6262 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
Hi I am Reed Maier I am 12 years old and the tongass is my way of life. Evry thing I do evolved around it for 
exaple: fishing deer hunting, camping and much more. removing the roadless rule would be devastating to all 
the things I love. 
 
-Reed 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kay's 
Last name: mail 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Tongrass National Forest 
 
To whom it may concern: 
 
Please save Alaska's Tongrass Forest. Do not allow development and/or logging to be done there. We must 
save this beautiful area for future generations to enjoy. No more new roads should be allowed. 
 
We have visited Alaska, although did not have the privilege to explore this area, but would like to in the next 
few years and would love to hike on old trails in the quiet forest, undisturbed by chains saws and heavy 
equipment. 
 
Thank you for your consideration in this matter, 
 
Kay Stout 
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
 [Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: YAHOO 
Last name: MAIL 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Allowing more road acess to wilderness 
 
I am strongly opposed to allowing commercial timber access to our wilderness areas. It the U.S. Forest Service 
not the U.S. Tree Farm. Protect and don't destroy for future generations. 
 
Sent from AT&amp;T Yahoo Mail on Android 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: MHPE 
Last name: Mailbox 
Organization: Milner, Howard, Palmer & Edwards CPAs 
Title:  
Comments: 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
A Letter of support for the Roadless Rule Exemption for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
 
 
Milner, Howard, Palmer &amp; Edwards, CPAs (PC) 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message contains information that may be confidential and privileged. 
Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy, print or 
disclose to anyone the message or any information contained in the message. If you have received this e-mail 
in error, please advise the sender by reply and delete the message. 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
MILNER, HOWARD, PALMER & EDWARDS 
 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS, PC 
 
Scott C Milner, CPA  
 
Harold R. Howard III, CPA  
 
Diane J. Palmer CPA  
 
Scott D Edwards, CPA 
 
 
 
November 6, 2019 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
Subject: Alaska Roadless Rule  
 To Whom It May Concern: 
 
We urge you to fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. Our firm understands the 
economic support that logging, mining and resource development has provided to the communities of 
Southeast Alaska. We need to restore more year-round jobs by growing the timber supply. Timber harvesting 
has not harmed the tourism industry, and many outdoor recreation activities take place near the previously 
harvested areas because of the access provided by the logging roads. We feel that the exemption is vital to the 
development of a diverse economic base in the region. 



 
We have seen the devastating effects in our communities from the loss of over 90% of 4,500 private timber 
industry jobs. Mineral exploration has also suffered as a result of the Roadless Rule. As member of the 
community, we care deeply about the local fishing industry as well. Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless 
Rule will not cause harm to the region's fisheries. Fish habitat is already fully protected in the national forest. 
 
We fully support the restoration of the Roadless Exemption so that Southeast Alaska can have the same 
economic opportunities as communities in or near other national forests. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Images of signatures] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



 

Scott C Milner, CPA 

Harold R. Howard III, 

CPA Diane J. Palmer CPA 

Scott D Edwards, CPA 

MILNER, HOWARD, PALMER & EDWARDS 

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS, PC 

 

November 6, 2019 

USDA Forest Service 

Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK 99802 

akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us  

Subject: Alaska Roadless Rule  

To Whom It May Concern: 

We urge you to fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. Our firm understands 

the economic support that logging, mining and resource development has provided to the communities 

of Southeast Alaska. We need to restore more year -round jobs by growing the timber supply. Timber 

harvesting has not harmed the tourism industry, and many outdoor recreation activities  take place near 

the previously harvested areas because of the access provided by the logging roads. We feel that the 

exemption is vital to the development of a diverse economic base in the region.  

We have seen the devastating effects in our communities from the loss of over 90% of 4,500 private 

timber industry jobs. Mineral exploration has also suffered as a result of the Roadless Rule. As member of 

the community, we care deeply about the local fishing industry as well. Exempting the Tongass from the 

Roadless Rule will not cause harm to the region's fisheries. Fish habitat is already fully protected in the 

national forest. 

We fully support the restoration of the Roadless Exemption so that Southeast Alaska can have the same economic 

opportunities as communities in or near other national forests. 

Sincerely, 

 

[Images of signatures]

 

mailto:akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Main 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC942 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Main 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC957 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Maina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bill Maina and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
 
Trees produce the oxygen we all need and sequester carbon to help keep the planet cool. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bill Maina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: christie 
Last name: mainart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: daniela 
Last name: maines 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is daniela maines and I live in Oxford, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, daniela maines 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paola 
Last name: Maino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paola Maino and I live in Alafaya, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paola Maino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paola 
Last name: Maino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paola Maino and I live in Alafaya, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paola Maino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Mainville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mair and I live in Berlin, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Please stop destroying the Earth for profit. You've done enough. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Mair 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Maish 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sally Maish and I live in Roseburg, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sally Maish 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Maisler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Maisler and I live in Chico, California, 95928 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Maisler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Maista 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anthony Maista and I live in Haddon Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
Save Tongass!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anthony Maista 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bobbi 
Last name: Maiuro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bobbi Maiuro and I live in Trenton, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bobbi Maiuro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Yefim 
Last name: Maizel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Yefim Maizel and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Yefim Maizel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Majdoch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Majdoch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Majestic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kate Majestic and I live in Port Hueneme, California. 
 
This ecosystem is unique and irreplaceable. Additionally, there is no compelling reason to clear it when there 
are viable alternatives. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kate Majestic 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gene 
Last name: Majewski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gene Majewski and I live in Oakbrook Terrace, Illinois. 
 
Please keep all persons safe by have a healthy food sources free of pesticides that are related to cancer. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gene Majewski 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: N. 
Last name: Majoor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is N. Majoor and I live in Santa Monica, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I am just a mom who is worried about the future earth i leave to my kids. Let's stop taking more from nature 
then we need to live for (only to sell and make more money). Let leave something for other spieces that are 
needed to keep us humane healty. Leave something for our children and grandchildren. Making more money 
maybe gives more welfare at short therm for some, but decreases the well being in the short and long therm for 
all humans and other spieces! 
 
So think befor you destroy what is build up for millions of years and is needed for everything that is alive..... Be 
creative and think of something that the people that earn money in this distoying industry, can do, earning the 
some money doing something more in harmony with life on earth. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 



action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Major 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Major and I live in Richmond, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Major 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Major 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Major and I live in Gulf Breeze, Florida. 
 
Roads also divide areas into islands which fragments wildlife corridors. The number of species that will survive 
human habitat destruction is a simple percentage of the amount of habitat we leave undisturbed, a 1:1 
correspondence. Michael Rosenzweig and his students at the University of Arizona [1995,2003] have shown 
species diversity is a function of the area of suitable habitat that is available for plants and animals as well as 
the time it takes to reach species equilibrium in that habitat. PLEASE leave this area alone and DO NOT 
disturb it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elizabeth Major 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Majors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy Majors 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Majors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Majors and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Majors 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Majors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Majors and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Majors 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Majoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Majoy and I live in Marina Del Rey, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Majoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anneliese 
Last name: Majsterek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anneliese Majsterek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Majsterek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The state of Alaska is warming at twice the rate of the rest of the globe; climate change will decimate the 
Alaskan economy as well as the natural resources of the state. The Tongass needs to be left alone (Alternative 
1, no change). The forest is a carbon sink, and needs to be kept intact. This will also allow the United States to 
hold other countries to a high protection standard for carbon sequestering forests. This is the only chance to 
save what we know today as Alaska. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JANUSZ 
Last name: MAKA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, JANUSZ MAKA 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JANUSZ 
Last name: MAKA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JANUSZ MAKA and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JANUSZ MAKA 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Maker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Maker and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
Please protect our public lands. They are ours, not owned by corporations that are interested only in profits for 
themselves. Also important is the fact that we need to protect these wild places for our children and 
grandchildren and for the health of our planet. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carol Maker 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlene 
Last name: Maker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charlene Maker and I live in L Compton, Rhode Island. 
 
 
American citizens want clean air, it's that clear. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Charlene Maker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Maker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Maker and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Maker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Maki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Maki 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Maki 
Organization: Certified Foresters 
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule Comments 
 
Hello, 
 
The attachment contains my comments on the Draft EIS regarding management of roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
Paul Maki, CF 
 
Fairbanks, Alaska 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannnot display the formatting, 
graphics, or tables from the attached original. 
 
Fairbanks, AK 99706-0570 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
USDA, Forest Service  
 P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511  
 Dear Ladies or Gentlemen; 
 
Please consider my comments regarding the Draft EIS concerning management of roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
The National Forest Management Act of 1976 and the Tongass Land Management Plan are the products of 
compromise and a planning process that included input from the public. Regarding the plan for the Tongass 
National Forest, much of that input came from forest managers and other natural resource professionals, as 
well as various users and interest groups. The Roadless Rule, while intended to preserve the as-is condition of 
unroaded areas, in my view, was somewhat short-sighted, because the forest, in fact, is ever-changing. Forest 
managers need to have access to the forest to manage the changing forest stands and to supply the public's 
changing needs for the goods and services that forestlands provide. 
 
Forest roads are necessary to provide access for managing and sustaining forestlands. Strategies and 
practices to maintain healthy and productive forests, such as timber harvesting, prescribed burning, wildfire 
control, recreation access, and habitat and watershed improvement require access on well-constructed and 
maintained road systems. Access is essential to provide for environmental, economic, and societal needs from 
forestlands. Widely-developed and accepted Best Management Practices guide forestry professionals in 
providing these services. 
 
I encourage you to select Alternative 6, the full release of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. 
 
These comments are my own and are not intended to represent the position of any employer, former employer, 
or organization to which I belong. 
 
Sincerely, 



 
[signature] 
 
Paul W. Maki 
 
Certified Foresters 
 
[Position] 
 



Fairbanks, AK 99706-0570 

December 17, 2019 

USDA, Forest Service  

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK 99802 

RE: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511  

Dear Ladies or Gentlemen; 

Please consider my comments regarding the Draft EIS concerning management of 

roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. 

The National Forest Management Act of 1976 and the Tongass Land Management Plan are the 

products of compromise and a planning process that included input from the public. Regarding 

the plan for the Tongass National Forest, much of that input came from forest managers and 

other natural resource professionals, as well as various users and interest groups. The Roadless 

Rule, while intended to preserve the as-is condition of unroaded areas, in my view, was 

somewhat short-sighted, because the forest, in fact, is ever-changing. Forest managers need to 

have access to the forest to manage the changing forest stands and to supply the public's 

changing needs for the goods and services that forestlands provide. 

Forest roads are necessary to provide access for managing and sustaining forestlands. 

Strategies and practices to maintain healthy and productive forests, such as timber 

harvesting, prescribed burning, wildfire control, recreation access, and habitat and watershed 

improvement require access on well-constructed and maintained road systems. Access is 

essential to provide for environmental, economic, and societal needs from forestlands. 

Widely-developed and accepted Best Management Practices guide forestry professionals in 

providing these services. 

I encourage you to select Alternative 6, the full release of the Tongass National Forest 

from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 

These comments are my own and are not intended to represent the position of any 

employer, former employer, or organization to which I belong. 

 
Paul W. Maki 

Certified Foresters 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Maki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Maki and I live in Lanse, Michigan. 
 
I personally have used selective logging on property using a logger I know who works by himself uses a chain 
saw and a forwarder to decrease damage and continue the logging into the future with the land being 
harvested conservatively three times in 40 years! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Robert Maki 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marianne 
Last name: Makman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marianne Makman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: william 
Last name: makofske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is william makofske and I live in Warwick, New York. 
 
It would be ridiculous to cut the Tongass National Forest for many reasons, including water pollution, climate 
change, economic tourism and several others. Please continue and expand the protections for this unique 
forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, william makofske 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Makovec 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Makovec 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Makovitch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3838 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ronald Makovitch 
 
South yarmouth, MA 02664 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Makovitch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3838 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Ronald Makovitch 
South yarmouth, MA 02664 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Olive 
Last name: Makris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Olive Makris and I live in Smithtown, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Olive Makris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Makris-Buttelman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
You won't understand the importance of these places till they're gone, when we have ruined the only true 
beauty of Earth for our short lived gain and convenience. I would like my unborn son to live on a healthy planet 
where places like this that are being threatened, still exist. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Maksic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
retain 'Roadless Rule' protections for Tongass; also, protect roadless areas of Chugach 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
1) Kindly do not eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for Tongass National Forest. Please select the "no 
action" alternative instead. 
 
2) Also, do not open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anna Maksic 
 
Hoboken, NJ 07030 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Makurat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Makurat and I live in Fairfax, Virginia. 
 
I am standing for my grandchildren and those of everyone else. Let them have a chance to live a life worth 
living. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Joan Makurat 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Malady 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Malady and I live in Chester, Virginia. 
 
The 2018 IPCC special report on global warming made it clear that our forests are critical to our chances of 
avoiding the devastating effects of a planet warmed by even one half of a degree more. The Hothouse Earth 
paper published by PNAS was warned us that even one additional degree of warming could trigger runaway 
warming and threaten the lives of billions in my lifetime.Comply with the climate science experts warnings and 
stop fracking around with our future. Protect and expand our forests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Stephanie Malady 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hollie 
Last name: Malamud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hollie Malamud and I live in Winters, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hollie Malamud 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Malaspino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Malaspino and I live in Fairhaven, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Please protect our environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Malaspino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Malcolm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is obvious the forest service is caving into the Trump/Republican agenda; which is, Rape, Plunder,pillage the 
environment so corporations can make huge profits! It is pathetic how you can justify your actions! After you 
have allowed this administration to destroy the natural beauty of this country you can look your 
children/grandchildren in the eyes knowing you condone this destruction! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Malcolm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Malcolm and I live in Scottsdale, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Malcolm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Seaholm 
Last name: Malcolm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Seaholm Malcolm and I live in Hermitage, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Protect , not cut , these precious forests ! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Seaholm Malcolm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caleb 
Last name: Malcom 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not open up more for logging. Our world is already damaged enough from deforestation do we really want 
to spiral this out of control even more? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabriel 
Last name: Maldonado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This proposal is against everything good conservatism is about. When did we become awful stewards of our 
lands? In a time where 70% of vertebrate species are under threat of extinction or displacement, logging old 
and pristine ecosystems is against the very fabric of what our country should be standing for. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Galo 
Last name: Maldonado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska 
 
Roadless Areas Conservation Rule has been in place since 2001, established by the Clinton administration to 
conserve the remaining wildlands in our national forest system1. This consists of conserving about a third of 
the national forests system in which road building and logging are off limits1. The rule was established after 
both a year of hearings and public comments, this included more than 180 American Indian and Alaskan Native 
groups, eight federal agencies, 600 public meetings, 2 million comments received, and seven separate 
hearings2. One would reason that by no means has the Clinton administration rushed to conclusions on the 
ruling, rather the rule was conceived in due process. The main argument held by the opposition to the rule and 
in this case, those wishing to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
is that of usurped power and negative economic impact through lost opportunity2. 
 
Watershed conservation is a key attribute to the Roadless Areas Rule, as conserving these areas in its natural 
state will allow for both untampered drinking water sources, reduction of the need for water treatment, and an 
overall better air quality2. The planned timber sales in a roadless area will also yield a net deficit, as the cost of 
procuring timber in roadless areas yields high costs as realistically air transport is economically unreasonable2. 
While most benefits of the Roadless Areas Rule are qualitative there are some quantitative benefits. The USDA 
spends an estimated $8.4 billion in deferred maintenance and reconstruction on roads within the national forest 
system, the Roadless Areas Rule is set to save approximately $219 million a year in maintenance on a 
program which already receives less than 20% of the funds required to upkeep current road infrastructure2. As 
George Lennon spokesman to the service stated The rule will limit access only to the places loggers or 
harvesters have so far found no reason to harvest3. 
 
Removing protection from these lands will also hurt ecosystems in terms of both altering the terrain and loss of 
biodiversity. Terrain in the Tongass National Forest is plenty uneven ranging from coasts to peaks, the 
construction of roads into the park will surely result in clearing areas of old growth forests leading to heavy 
topsoil quality loss and erosion1. Couple this loss of pristine natural terrain with the loss of its various native 
species and the area is set to transition into a whole new ecological landscape. The Forest Service has 
reviewed roadless areas three times: Roadless Area Review and Examination, Roadless Area Review and 
Examination II, Roadless Area Conservation Review4. These showed an incremental requirement to hold 
current roadless areas within their natural state, the latter leading to the ruling4. Continuing research shows 
that intact natural environments were found to be a refugia for native species and are crucial for forest integrity 
and function5. 
 
Based on the facts and available research on the topic I believe it is in the best interests for the USDA to 
maintain the Tongass National Forest within the bound and regulation set by the Roadless Area Conservation 
Rule. This would promote the land as a haven for native flora and fauna and cement the rulings status. The 
exemption of the ruling might serve as a stepping stone to facilitate removal of the ruling over other roadless 
areas, this would go against decades of scientific research compelling to the invaluable position of these 
ecosystems. 
 
1 A BLIND FOREST ROAD POLICY. (2006). Landscape Architecture, 96(12), 132-130. Retrieved from 
http://www.jstor.org.access.library.miami.edu/stable/44675724 
 
2 Hoyt, A. (2001). Roadless Area Conservation: How the "Roadless Rule" Affects America's Forestland. Tulane 
Environmental Law Journal, 14(2), 525-547. Retrieved from 
http://www.jstor.org.access.library.miami.edu/stable/43292607 
 
3 Carney, supra Note 8 
 
4 Turner, J. (2006). Conservation Science and Forest Service Policy for Roadless Areas. Conservation Biology, 
20(3), 713-722. Retrieved from http://www.jstor.org.access.library.miami.edu/stable/3879240 
 



5 Strittholt, J., &amp; Dellasala, D. (2001). Importance of Roadless Areas in Biodiversity Conservation in 
Forested Ecosystems: Case Study of the Klamath-Siskiyou Ecoregion of the United States. Conservation 
Biology, 15(6), 1742-1754. Retrieved from http://www.jstor.org.access.library.miami.edu/stable/3061275 
 
 
 
 
 
[Attachment is an image version of the same comment above.] 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maurilio 
Last name: Maldonado Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Maleigh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1002 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Malenfant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Malenfant and I live in Oscoda, Michigan. 
 
We don't inherit the Earth from our ancestors, we borrow it from our children and we need to leave it in good 
shape for them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Malenfant 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Maleska 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.These public tracts were purposefully set aside and 
carefully managed for public use not corporate desecration.One jackass from NYs 5th Avenue has no business 
giving our priceless assets to his wealthy cronies. 
 
Regards, Michael Maleska 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Maletta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5355 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Roads lead to a cascade of environmental problems, including erosion and degradation of water quality. 
Maintain the ecological integrity of this critical wilderness. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jonathan Maletta 
 
Wading River, NY 11792 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Malicki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
Attached is a letter I mailed this date, requesting NO ACTION regarding any proposed changes to the Tongass 
National Forest. Please remember that you are stewards of Tongass. Please protect it and prevent any change 
whatsoever. The U. S. Forest Service has a responsibility to stand firm and protect the few unspoiled forests 
that are left. Even the national parks are being downsized for money-making efforts. I hope that NO ACTION 
will be the final decision regarding Tongass National Forest. 
 
Jeanne Malicki 
 
Annapolis, MD 21401 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
November 25, 2019 
 
U.S.D.A. Forest Service 
 
PO Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
ATTN: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
I am writing this letter to register my concern regarding the various development options for the Tongass 
National Forest. I sincerely believe that the Tongass National Forest should have NO ACTION. 
 
As inhabitants of this earth, we have a responsibility to protect it, preserve it, cherish it, and honor it. Alaska is 
one of the most beautiful areas on earth, and it is suffering, as is the rest of America, from human destruction 
for human profit. There is no good reason to alter the Tongass National Forest in any way. 
 
Please consider your jobs as stewards of Tongass. Please protect it, keep it wild and beautiful. With all that is 
currently going on in the world regarding natural destruction (by fire, flood, winds/climate change); and human-
made destruction (for example the proposed mining of the Grand Staircase Escalante National Park in Utah; 
burning of the Amazon rain forests) I fervently request that the United States Forest Service do the right thing 
and that is NO ACTION to alter or destroy any part of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Jeanne Malicki 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Malicki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3054 
 
November 25, 2019 
 
*ATTN: Alaska Roadless Rule* [text underlined for emphasis] [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
I am writing this letter to register my concern regarding the various development options for the Tongass 
National Forest. I sincerely believe that the Tongass National Forest should have NO ACTION. 
 
As inhabitants of this earth, we have a responsibility to protect it, preserve it, cherish it, and honor it. Alaska is 
one of the most beautiful areas on earth, and it is suffering, as is the rest of America, from human destruction 
for human profit. *There is no good reason*[Text italicized for emphasis] [text bolded for emphasis] to alter the 
Tongass National Forest in any way. 
 
Please consider your jobs as stewards of Tongass. *Please protect it, keep it wild and beautiful*[Text italicized 
for emphasis]. With all that is currently going on the world regarding natural destruction ( by fire, flood, 
winds/climate change); and human-made destruction (for example the proposed mining of the Grand Staircase 
Escalante National Park in Utah; burning of the Amazon rain forests) I fervently request that the United States 
Forest Service do the right thing and that is NO ACTION to alter or destroy any part of the Tongass National 
Forest. 
 
Sincerely 
 
[Signature] 
 
Jeanne Malicki 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



November 25, 2019 

U.S.D.A. Forest Service 

PO Box 21628 

Juneau, Alaska 99802 

ATTN: Alaska Roadless Rule 

To Whom it May Concern: 

I am writing this letter to register my concern regarding the various development options for the 

Tongass National Forest.  I sincerely believe that the Tongass National Forest should have NO ACTION. 

As inhabitants of this earth, we have a responsibility to protect it, preserve it, cherish it, and honor it. 

Alaska is one of the most beautiful areas on earth, and it is suffering, as is the rest of America, from 

human destruction for human profit. There is no good reason to alter the Tongass National Forest in any 

way.  

Please consider your jobs as stewards of Tongass. Please protect it, keep it wild and 

beautiful. With all that is currently going on in the world regarding natural destruction (by fire, flood, 

winds/climate change); and human-made destruction (for example the proposed mining of the Grand 

Staircase Escalante National Park in Utah; burning of the Amazon rain forests) I fervently request that 

the United States Forest Service do the right thing and that is NO ACTION to alter or destroy any part of 

the Tongass National Forest. 

Sincerely, 

 

Jeanne Malicki 

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Malik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Danielle Malik 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Malik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest Road rules 
 
As a concerned citizen and proud American I am opposed to giving over public lands to private interests. As 
climate change continues to exponentially get worse we need to protect unique and vital ecosystems. Please 
note that I am in favor of Alernative 1. Which takes no action and leaves all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. 
 
This wilderness is a part of our great American heritage and should not be sold off or debased. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
Marie Malik 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rakesh 
Last name: Malik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tasneem 
Last name: Malik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tasneem Malik 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Malin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Malin and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Malin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Toni 
Last name: Malin-Vale 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Toni Malin-Vale and I live in Felton, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Toni Malin-Vale 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Beverly 
Last name: Maliner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I favor option 1 of the EIS. Please see the attached for my rationale. My concerns overall were well captured in 
the "Alaska roadless rule scoping period: written public comment summary" document found at 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4631713.pdf. 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 12, 2019 
 
 
 
Subject: Input to the UDSA proposed exemption of Alaska lands from the 2001 Roadless Rule as requested by 
the State of Alaska 
 
To the USDA; 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.  My bottom line opinion is that options 2-6 presented in the draft 
environmental impact statement are unacceptable.  They are very broadly written and afford no real constraints 
to short term economic or political desires, they bear no evidence of lessons learned from past experiences in 
the Tongass or other large lands that boast extractable resources, and they don[rsquo]t account for existing 
access and extraction rights already granted at State and Federal level. Therefore, only option 1 is a good 
option. 
 
Alaska already has authorization to develop transportation and utility infrastructure in the Tongass National 
Forest (Section 4407 of a 2005 Federal transport funding bill). It does not need this exemption to construct new 
roads. 
 
Keeping the Forest as intact as possible (current state) better favors the National interest and the fiscal state of 
the Forest Service. While the Forest is already severely degraded with over 2/3 of largest trees timbered and 
populations of Alaska Cedar and Red Cedar greatly depleted, we owe it to our descendants to leave what 
remains to them. We owe it to our already greatly stressed flora and fauna communities to leave them intact 
ecosystems, ranges, and migration corridors, and we owe it to ourselves to retain this vast space.  It cannot 
serve us well if we continue to degrade it and to chop it up; even though numbers might still suggest large 
space it will not be fully functional as a greenhouse gas absorber, as a producer of clean water, as a mental 
health escape, and as habitat for indigenous groups. Destruction is easy, preservation and discipline are 
harder. Certainly, the numerous embedded wilderness areas demand essentially undisturbed surrounding 
lands to maintain their wild nature. 
 
It has been previously determined that harvesting Tongas wood is fiscally irresponsible.  In addition, the region 
has already made significant adjustments to the loss of large timber operations and [ldquo]the region has 
transitioned into "non-timber... [sources of revenue] such as recreation, subsistence food, salmon, scientific 
use, and carbon sequestration [which] contributes more than $2 billion" annually.[27][29] Tourism supports over 
10,000 jobs in the Tongass National Forest, with about 10% being related to fishing activities.[28][ldquo] 
(Wikipedia) 
 
Perhaps it is possible to construct very targeted exemptions that afford necessary protections to sensitive 
environments while removing very specific and long-term supportable obstacles to local communities and not 
large extraction firms or politician interest.  Until then, I favor option 1 of the draft environmental impact 
statement. 
 
 



 
Sincerely, 
 
Beverly I. Maliner 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 12, 2019 
 
 
 
Subject: Input to the UDSA proposed exemption of Alaska lands from the 2001 Roadless Rule as requested by 
the State of Alaska 
 
To the USDA; 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.  My bottom line opinion is that options 2-6 presented in the draft 
environmental impact statement are unacceptable.  They are very broadly written and afford no real constraints 
to short term economic or political desires, they bear no evidence of lessons learned from past experiences in 
the Tongass or other large lands that boast extractable resources, and they don[rsquo]t account for existing 
access and extraction rights already granted at State and Federal level. Therefore, only option 1 is a good 
option. 
 
Alaska already has authorization to develop transportation and utility infrastructure in the Tongass National 
Forest (Section 4407 of a 2005 Federal transport funding bill). It does not need this exemption to construct new 
roads. 
 
Keeping the Forest as intact as possible (current state) better favors the National interest and the fiscal state of 
the Forest Service. While the Forest is already severely degraded with over 2/3 of largest trees timbered and 
populations of Alaska Cedar and Red Cedar greatly depleted, we owe it to our descendants to leave what 
remains to them. We owe it to our already greatly stressed flora and fauna communities to leave them intact 
ecosystems, ranges, and migration corridors, and we owe it to ourselves to retain this vast space.  It cannot 
serve us well if we continue to degrade it and to chop it up; even though numbers might still suggest large 
space it will not be fully functional as a greenhouse gas absorber, as a producer of clean water, as a mental 
health escape, and as habitat for indigenous groups. Destruction is easy, preservation and discipline are 
harder. Certainly, the numerous embedded wilderness areas demand essentially undisturbed surrounding 
lands to maintain their wild nature. 
 
It has been previously determined that harvesting Tongas wood is fiscally irresponsible.  In addition, the region 
has already made significant adjustments to the loss of large timber operations and [ldquo]the region has 
transitioned into "non-timber... [sources of revenue] such as recreation, subsistence food, salmon, scientific 
use, and carbon sequestration [which] contributes more than $2 billion" annually.[27][29] Tourism supports over 
10,000 jobs in the Tongass National Forest, with about 10% being related to fishing activities.[28][ldquo] 
(Wikipedia) 
 
Perhaps it is possible to construct very targeted exemptions that afford necessary protections to sensitive 
environments while removing very specific and long-term supportable obstacles to local communities and not 
large extraction firms or politician interest.  Until then, I favor option 1 of the draft environmental impact 
statement. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Beverly I. Maliner 
 



[Position] 
 



December 12, 2019 

 

Subject: Input to the UDSA proposed exemption of Alaska lands from the 2001 Roadless Rule as 

requested by the State of Alaska 

To the USDA; 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.  My bottom line opinion is that options 2-6 presented in the 

draft environmental impact statement are unacceptable.  They are very broadly written and afford no 

real constraints to short term economic or political desires, they bear no evidence of lessons learned 

from past experiences in the Tongass or other large lands that boast extractable resources, and they 

don’t account for existing access and extraction rights already granted at State and Federal level. 

Therefore, only option 1 is a good option. 

Alaska already has authorization to develop transportation and utility infrastructure in the Tongass 

National Forest (Section 4407 of a 2005 Federal transport funding bill). It does not need this exemption 

to construct new roads. 

Keeping the Forest as intact as possible (current state) better favors the National interest and the fiscal 

state of the Forest Service. While the Forest is already severely degraded with over 2/3 of largest trees 

timbered and populations of Alaska Cedar and Red Cedar greatly depleted, we owe it to our 

descendants to leave what remains to them. We owe it to our already greatly stressed flora and fauna 

communities to leave them intact ecosystems, ranges, and migration corridors, and we owe it to 

ourselves to retain this vast space.  It cannot serve us well if we continue to degrade it and to chop it up; 

even though numbers might still suggest large space it will not be fully functional as a greenhouse gas 

absorber, as a producer of clean water, as a mental health escape, and as habitat for indigenous groups. 

Destruction is easy, preservation and discipline are harder. Certainly, the numerous embedded 

wilderness areas demand essentially undisturbed surrounding lands to maintain their wild nature. 

It has been previously determined that harvesting Tongas wood is fiscally irresponsible.  In addition, the 

region has already made significant adjustments to the loss of large timber operations and “the region 

has transitioned into "non-timber... [sources of revenue] such as recreation, subsistence food, 

salmon, scientific use, and carbon sequestration [which] contributes more than $2 billion" 

annually.[27][29] Tourism supports over 10,000 jobs in the Tongass National Forest, with about 

10% being related to fishing activities.[28]“ (Wikipedia) 

Perhaps it is possible to construct very targeted exemptions that afford necessary protections to 

sensitive environments while removing very specific and long-term supportable obstacles to local 

communities and not large extraction firms or politician interest.  Until then, I favor option 1 of the draft 

environmental impact statement. 

 

Sincerely,  

Beverly I. Maliner 

https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tongass_National_Forest#cite_note-:0-27
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tongass_National_Forest#cite_note-:0-27
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tongass_National_Forest#cite_note-:1-28


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bret 
Last name: Maling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bret Maling 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bret 
Last name: Maling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bret Maling 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Myra 
Last name: Malkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Myra Malkin and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
Please think of the children who breathe inor drinkthis toxic matter. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Myra Malkin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Malkow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nathan Malkow and I live in Auburn, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nathan Malkow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Mall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Mall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: claricemallard 
Last name: mallard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, claricemallard mallard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Malle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Maller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jon Maller and I live in Glen Head, New York. 
 
 
Please roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless 
Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public 
lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any 
other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and 
taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jon Maller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gwen 
Last name: Mallett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gwen Mallett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Malley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Malley and I live in Anaheim, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Malley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hunter 
Last name: Mallinger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment for Alternative 1, No Action 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christensen, 
 
Please select Alternative No. 1, or the &quot;no-action&quot; alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule 
(Rule) and protect all inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National 
Roadless Rule. 
 
Dubbed the "crown jewel" of America's national forests, the Tongass harbors some of the last intact old-growth 
temperate rainforests in the world. Provision of ecological services such as carbon sequestration, recreational 
opportunities such as guided fishing for thousands of visitors annually, and food security for traditional cultures 
that have survived in Southeast Alaska for over 15,000 years are just a few reasons why complete preservation 
of the Tongass heavily outweighs the lost value in resource extraction that a no-action alternative may cause. 
 
Over 140,000 comments on the exemption were received by the USFS, most in favor of keeping the Rule as it 
remains today. I do not believe that by reinstating the burden that building and maintaining these roads places 
on American taxpayers for a profit that is not even guaranteed, given the current state of foreign markets and 
burdensome tariffs, is justification enough to sweep those comments under the hypothetical-rug of the current 
administration in Alaska, nor the White House. Please allow the residents that have lived here, and fought to 
keep Alaska's beauty unhindered be the ones to decide. Please hear all of us out, even those that oppose my 
own requests. 
 
Fact, not opinion, says that the cost of logging exceeds the possible profits that revitalizing the timber industry 
may bring. Fact, tells us that the timber industry is on life support, contributing less than one-percent to the 
United States's economy. Along with the other hundreds of thousands that disagree with Alternative No. 6. I 
believe that focusing our resources instead on further preservation, and restoration of wilderness that has been 
historically damaged throughout the Tongass is the correct course of action. Visitors from all over the globe do 
not desire to view the unsightly nature of swaths of clear-cut forest. 
 
In a world where the value of intact forests are more valuable than ever, and the issues currently surrounding 
the Amazon Rainforest, please consider the ecological services that will continue to provide humanity for the 
future. Let Alaska be the standard that other nations look to in mending the continuous damage we have 
inflicted. As a 28 year old, now is the time to step up to the plate for the subsequent generations. 
 
Lastly, the 2001 National Roadless Rule is well designed and flexible enough to allow for access and 
development projects such as the Hecla Greens Creek and Kensington Mines. Since 2009, 48 projects have 
been approved in the Tongass, the majority relating to surface exploration of potential mining and hydropower. 
The USFS has also taken steps to expedite this approval process, now taking only one to three weeks for the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
For these reasons, again, I strongly urge you to select the &quot;no-action&quot; alternative on the Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule and keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
 
Thank you 
 
Hunter L. Mallinger 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Mallonee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Emily Mallonee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jesse 
Last name: Mallory 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jesse Mallory and I live in Kennewick, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jesse Mallory 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tam 
Last name: Mallory 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tam Mallory and I live in Charleston, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tam Mallory 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Malloy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erin Malloy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: erin 
Last name: malloy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is erin malloy and I live in Waltham, Massachusetts. 
 
Forest are one of our greatest resources and provide the air we breath in addition to cleaning it. We need to 
stop clearing them and start protecting them 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, erin malloy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Malmborg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Malmborg and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
Please protect the Tongass!  Cutting there is not necessary! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eric Malmborg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 1:20:06 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Malmgren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Malmgren and I live in Elmhurst, IL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
My children and I visited the forest in July of this year and loved it. I am a lover of trees, wilderness, and nature 
in general not only for the way it makes me feel when I am in it but because destroying our natural places 
destroys our future. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It 
is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon 
stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:17:25 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Malmid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Wendy Malmid 
Monroe Township, NJ 08831 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Malmid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendy Malmid and I live in Monroe Township, New Jersey. 
 
It is incomprehensible to me that the EPA continues to let the coal industry get away with what amounts to 
murder. Don't weaken the 2015 Coal Ash Rule ! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Wendy Malmid 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Malmquist 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Malmquist and I live in Cape Elizabeth, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Malmquist 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Malmros 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Malmros and I live in Malta, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Malmros 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lonna 
Last name: Malmsheimer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lonna Malmsheimer and I live in Carlisle, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Tongass is an important resource for local people and for the planet. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lonna Malmsheimer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sonja 
Last name: Malmuth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sonja Malmuth and I live in Santa Ynez, California. 
 
 
The oil and gas industry need to live in the areas affected. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sonja Malmuth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Malnichuck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Malnichuck 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Malnichuck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Malnichuck and I live in Perham, Maine. 
 
 
Trees clean the air, lets not cut anymore. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Malnichuck 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Malo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Malo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Malo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Malo and I live in Larkspur, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Malo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathleen 
Last name: Malok 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cathleen Malok 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Malon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Malone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Malone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Malone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dave Malone and I live in Woodland Park, Colorado. 
 
I hope we will be able to fight this in the courts. I will do all I can to vote the Republicans out of office. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dave Malone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Malone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ed Malone and I live in White Plains, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ed Malone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Malone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Malone and I live in Trumbull, Connecticut. 
 
 
Don't destroy the Tongass! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin Malone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Malone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Malone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Malone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Malone and I live in Hayward, California. 
 
Removing these protections will result in our children and grandchildren losing a most precious part of their 
world, and further endanger our world with the climatic threats that it faces. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Malone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Maloney and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Maloney and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Malaki 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcus 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcus Maloney and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
I write to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) 
in Alaska or elsewhere.  
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest.  
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to clean 
water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the state 
already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless Rule in 
Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in place 
unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marcus Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marjorie 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marjorie Maloney and I live in Arnold, California. 
 
 
Clean air and lower gas transmissions are very important to me. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marjorie Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patrick Maloney and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
Protect our national parks, forests, and monuments, air quality, and water.  No to anything that would 
jeopardize any of the above.  There shouldnt even be any consideration on any plan that would destroy these.  
Protect the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patrick Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patrick Maloney and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
Leave our National Monuments, Parks, Forests, etc alone. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patrick Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Philip Maloney and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
This is a national disgrace. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Philip Maloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep the Alaska roadless rule protections intact. We have to stop extracting dirty energy resources and 
only use clean energy. We have to keep the trees and the salmon to heal the wounds on our planet earth. This 
is for the sake of my Grand nieces and nephews. Please find it in your heart for your grandchildren to make this 
difficult decision. Once we turn the corner and embrace clean energy our American ingenuity will create clean 
energy jobs and technologies for our future generations. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheamus 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sister 
Last name: Maloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sister Maloney and I live in New York, New York. 
 
Unfortunately, Mr. Trump is interested in one thing-Mr. Trump. So presuming the timber industry is promising or 
has already contributed millions to Mr. Trump-there you have it. Forget our heritage, the protection we need to 
afford to nature. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sister Maloney 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Maloney-Tarvers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Maloney-Tarvers and I live in Kapolei, Hawaii. 
 
We need our forests and wild lands as much as they need us to protect them. Destroying wilderness will 
ultimately destroy nature, animals and in the end, us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Maloney-Tarvers 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: Malonson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jacqueline Malonson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Malot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Malot and I live in Davis, California. 
 
 
We need pristine forests far more than a few more 2x4s 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Malot 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Malouf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Malouf and I live in Newport Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Malouf 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Maloy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Maloy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: fran 
Last name: malsheimer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is fran malsheimer and I live in Lindenhurst, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, fran malsheimer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Malson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6143 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ilene 
Last name: Malt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ilene Malt and I live in San Anselmo, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ilene Malt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Maltarich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Maltarich and I live in Missoula, MT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
As a master's student in Environmental Studies, I understand and worry about the impacts of climate change 
on our planet. Publis lands are important to human quality of life--but they are essential to preserving valuable 
habitat and ecosystems for wildlife on our planet. I believe at some point, we need to keep and maintain some 
wild places, in perpetuity, without the threat of revisiting and repealing old rules and laws that allow for 
continued extraction. I worked as a deckhand on a commercial trolling boat this summer, and I spent a great 
deal of time on the shores of the Tongass. Aside from the visible beauty and solitude I experienced hiking on 
remote islands or sitting and recovering from a hard day's work in hot springs, I also know the sensitive habitat 
of the Tongass is imperative to the survival of fish species and the sacred spawning areas. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as America's best natural solution to climate 
change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption 
does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other 
benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Malter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5509 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Alex Malter 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Malu 
Last name: Malu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Malu Malu and I live in Kent City, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Malu Malu 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tania 
Last name: Malven 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. HELL NO TO OPENING TONGASS TO 
ANYTHING!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest 
in the world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current 
protections in place for national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tania Malven 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tania 
Last name: Malven 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tania Malven and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
STOP GREEDY CORPORATIONS FROM DESTROYING PUBLIC LANDS NOW!!!!!!!!!!!!!?!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tania Malven 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Malvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Malvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Maly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rose Maly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Maly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rose Maly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ann 
Last name: malyon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ann malyon and I live in Oakland, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ann malyon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: ann 
Last name: malyon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ann malyon and I live in Oakland, New Jersey. 
 
We cannot destroy the World just so some can get rich: when everyone can use renewables, if the Government 
insists that they are made available. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, ann malyon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Mambretti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sue Mambretti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Mamelok 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass forest 
 
I am writing to support keeping the Tongass Forest pristine, preserved and NOT exploited in any sense of the 
word! 
 
Joan Mamelok 
 
Seattle WA 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Mamen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
You just got beaned 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joseph Mamen 
 
Whitney, TX 76692 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Blake 
Last name: Mamich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I visited the Tongass for the first time last year. It was one of the best trips I have ever taken. I plan on returning 
twice in 2020. Once in the summer to fish and once in the fall to hunt Sitka Blacktail. Both trips will be spent 
doing the aforementioned activities with my best friend, a hydrologist on the Tongass. The old growth forest in 
the Tongass is an incredibly special place possessing increasingly rare qualities. Consider the implications of 
this rulemaking and legacy. BHA outlines very simply and clearly below the temporary and relatively small 
economic impact the timber industry has in the area. Is the temporary economic gain from timber extraction 
worth the legacy of being the one who oversaw the fragmentation of the last contiguous old growth forest in the 
United States? Is that option going to be the one that comes out on the right side of history? Alternative 1 is the 
only way to go. 
 
This is the opinion of a pragmatic person with a background and education in natural resource management. 
There is no anti-timber sentiment in these words. I hope the timber industry can play a significant role in the 
rejuvenation of our forests in the western, lower 48 states. The Tongass however, is not the place. And now, 
the template... 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Mamorski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Mamorski and I live in Jersey City, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peter Mamorski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cave 
Last name: man 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cave man and I live in Mid Hudson, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cave man 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dr. Carol J. 
Last name: Manahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I fully support maintaining the roadless area in Tsongas National Forest. Research in ecology has shown the 
importance of large unbroken areas to sustain biodiversity. There are few areas as important as this region of 
temperate rainforest. Please do not suspend the roadless rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Manchester 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Austin Manchester and I live in Mount Pleasant, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Austin Manchester 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anik 
Last name: Mancuso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anik Mancuso and I live in Charlotte, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anik Mancuso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernadette 
Last name: Mancuso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bernadette Mancuso and I live in Elyria, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bernadette Mancuso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Corbina 
Last name: Mancuso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Corbina Mancuso and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Corbina Mancuso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:56:56 AM 
First name: Mellisa 
Last name: Mancuso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mellisa Mancuso and I live in Naknek, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I LIVE IN RURAL ALASKA NO PEBBLE MINE!!! 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins. We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vic 
Last name: Mandarich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vic Mandarich and I live in East Troy, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vic Mandarich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mandarino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mandarino and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Mandarino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zev 
Last name: Mandel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6389 
 
12/12/19 
 
Dear Forest Service, 
 
My name is Zev Grifalconi Mandel, and I am thinking about breathing for the rest of my life. I need air. Forests 
produce about one third of the earths oxygen, I am twelve years old and have a long breathing life ahead of 
me. I live near Yosemite National Park, in California, but the air isn't the best here. The less trees that are cut in 
the Tongass forest, the cleaner the air here and there will be. I have been to Alaska twice, and would like to go 
again. I would like to see the trees and go fishing and hiking. You are doing a good job managing the forests 
and can do an even better job by keeping the Roadless Rule the same. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
North Fork, CA 93643 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zev Grifalconi 
Last name: Mandel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public comment 
 
This letter is submitted by: 
 
Zev Grifalconi Mandel 
 
North Fork, CA 93643 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
My name is Zev Grifalconi Mandel, and I am thinking about breathing for the rest of my life, I need air. Forests 
produce about one third of the earths oxygen, I am twelve years old and have a long breathing life ahead of 
me. I live near Yosemite National Park, in California, but the air isn't the best here. The less trees that are cut in 
the Tongas Forest, the cleaner the air here and there will be, i have been to Alaska twice and would like to go 
again. I would like to see the trees and go fishing and hiking. You are doing a good job managing the forests 
and can do an even better job by keeping the Roadless Rule the same. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Zev Grifalconi Mandel 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Mandelblatt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a 63 year old retired MD who, in spite of growing up in an eastern city (Pittsburgh), has come to 
appreciate the beauty that UNTOUCHED forest lands provide a connection to a spiritual essence that appears 
to be missing from much of American society. 
 
 
 
This same spiritual essence CANNOT be found in forests that have been roaded and logged by 
megacorporations whose concern for these natural areas only extends as far as a profit and loss statement 
accounting statement. 
 
 
 
The world's economies that require more resources should look elsewhere. 
 
 
 
The only appropriate option for this Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 is OPTION 1. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: AnneMarie 
Last name: Mandell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Marie Mandell and I live in West Chester, PA. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, AnneMarie Mandell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gilbert 
Last name: Mandell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. If you care about the world we leave for the 
subsequent generations, you will not let this happen.  
Regards, Gilbert Mandell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Mandell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sheila Mandell and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sheila Mandell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ross 
Last name: Mandelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest.  
This plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities, including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples, have depended on the Tongass rainforest for 
millennia. It is the backbone of their culture, traditions, and communities. We simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of southeast 
Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests 
in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ross Mandelson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Manderfeld 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Manderfeld and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
Protect our communities, protect our earth-please do the right thing for the benefit of all. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jennifer Manderfeld 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jen 
Last name: Manders-Raney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jen Manders-Raney and I live in Dubuque, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jen Manders-Raney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: DENNIS 
Last name: MANDT 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, DENNIS MANDT 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luisito 
Last name: Maneiel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5718 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Manes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Manes and I live in Benton, Arkansas. 
 
 
The American can people want their lands preserved. We do not need more development &amp;amp; 
destruction. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Manes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Manetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christina Manetti and I live in Lakewood, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christina Manetti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ernest 
Last name: Manewal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC592 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness. The West Chichagof-
Yakobi Wilderness was the first citizen-initiated Wilderness area in Alaska; in 1967, Sitkans who recognized the 
value of this area came together to protect it. This Wilderness area is rich in biodiversity and supports an 
incredibly productive ecosystem. Salmon are sustained by the vast freshwater stream systems that empty into 
fjords and inlets. Brown bears feast upon these salmon as they swim upstream, distributing their carcasses 
throughout the forest. These carcasses fertilize the soil and feed the Sitka spruce, mountain hemlock, and 
yellow cedar trees that tower over the land. Underneath this old growth canopy, Sitka Black-tail deer browse on 
abundant berries and shrubs. 
 
However, the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness is not the only place in Southeast Alaska with such incredible 
beauty and biodiversity. The flora and fauna we find in this wilderness area also thrive in inventoried roadless 
areas throughout the Tongass. Intact roadless areas provide our communities with important hunting, fishing, 
foraging, and recreating opportunities. We depend on the entirety of the Tongass for our subsistence and our 
livelihoods including our commercial fishing and tourism industries. I am grateful for the Wilderness designation 
that the West Chichagof-Yacobi area received, and would like to see such protections extended to areas such 
as Ushk Bay and Poison Cove. 
 
Outside of Wilderness areas like West Chichagof, the roadless areas we depend on are threatened by 
politicians and special interests pushing for short term profits that have long term ecological and economic 
consequences. Wilderness areas, roadless areas, and the intact habitat they support are an investment in the 
long term sustainability of our region. Please keep the National Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass. T77 
areas are particularly important to me; these watersheds are critical to maintaining the salmon runs we depend 
on for jobs and food. Please do not remove protections for these areas, or anywhere else on the Tongass. 
 
Personal Comments: I am not interested in learning more! 
 
This is important! Please consider it. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ernest 
Last name: Manewal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC648 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise in Redoubt Bay, an iconic local subsistence and recreation site. Located just 
twelve miles from the city of Sitka, Redoubt Falls is one of Sitka's most important subsistence fishing spots. We 
dipnet for Redoubt sockeye to stock our freezers and cupboards with the rich red flesh of this all-important fish. 
In recent years, the Forest Service has estimated that Redoubt has provided up to 60% of the total sockeye 
subsistence harvest in the Sitka Management Area. We feed our families out of Tongass watershed like 
Redoubt Bay. 
 
The Forest Service supports our subsistence harvest by maintaining a weir system at Redoubt to monitor and 
count the fish entering the lake. The Forest Service coordinates with the Alaska Department of Fish & Game to 
make management decisions based on the data collected throughout the season, which determines the safe 
allotment limit for our subsistence harvest. Our harvest of salmon depends entirely on the intact ecosystem and 
productivity of Tongass watersheds. Healthy forests support our ability to fulfill our subsistence needs at 
Redoubt, as well as supporting commercial and sport salmon fisheries across the Tongass. 
 
Currently, Redoubt ay is listed as a T77 watershed. T77 watersheds are areas of the Tongass National Forest 
identified as particularly prolific, intact salmon habitat. Much of the 15,000 miles of streams on the Tongass 
support salmon populations, but the T77 watersheds are especially critical to protect. It is important to me that 
the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on high value salmon watersheds like the T77, and throughout the 
Tongass National Forest. Opening up these areas to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will jeopardize our way 
of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I support keeping the 
2001 Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass, and I urge the Secretary to select a no action alternative in the 
Alaska-specific Roadless rulemaking process. Please protect this land for future generations to enjoy in 
perpetuity. 
 
Personal Comments: I am not interested in learning more! 
 
With so much of our country covered by paved roads and cement building it is for me and probably other 
people as well to be able to experience an area that is still wild. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mangam 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Mangam 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JU 
Last name: MANGANELLO 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is june manganello and I live in toms river njng to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was 
implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, 
including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other 
choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers 
across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JU MANGANELLO 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: marilyn 
Last name: manganello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is marilyn manganello and I live in Manalapan Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
We have to stop raping the world. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, marilyn manganello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doreen 
Last name: Mangels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Doreen Mangels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James W. 
Last name: Mangham 
Organization: retired 
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave areas such as "Tongass" as is. Brazil and its Amazon area need all the world's help. Cutting 
the"Tongass" will do far more harm for the U.S. and our World than good. Nature and related flora and fauna 
very much need areas such as the "Tongass" in its unspoiled condition. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gale 
Last name: Mangini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gale Mangini and I live in Westover, Maryland. 
 
It takes many years for trees to mature to this point where we have such a treasure as the Tongass National 
Forest, It provides much conservation measures to the climate as well as recreational sources to many. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gale Mangini 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gale 
Last name: Mangini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gale Mangini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Manglicmot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise Manglicmot and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise Manglicmot 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: PAUL 
Last name: MANGOLD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska is a true treasure and needs to be treated as such. Roads leading into remote areas will lead to 
unnecessary commercialization. Many of our existing national treasures are not respected by visitors, Acadia 
National Park for example , on my visit last week was littered along every road, it was heart wrenching to see, 
and so frustrating to try to understand why anyone would visit this park and treat it that way. 
 
Proposing to add access to remote areas of Alaska would only serve to bring in more destruction to precious 
land. The population currently residing in Alaska is to sparse - even in urban areas to indicate a true need to 
cut through these remote areas. True hunters, campers, hikers, and outdoor enthusiasts don't mind hiking, 
blazing new foot trails. Those who need access roads, don't typically appreciate nature, that is also evident with 
any visit to any National Park. Short trails, near access roads, show evidence of lack of appreciation by visitors 
(as is evident with the amount of trash left behind), where more remote and longer trails have far less to even 
zero trash left behind. 
 
We also don't have the ability to protect remote areas of Alaska once access roads are opened. This is evident 
by the current condition of our existing National Parks. 
 
In summation, there simply is no just reason to open these treasured areas up to certain demise by adding 
roads in that are not needed. Please protect this land. Please insure its existence for all future generations. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Mangold 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Mangold and I live in Nashua, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Mangold 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 8:11:40 PM 
First name: Angelo 
Last name: Mangrobang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angelo Mangrobang and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I grew up in anchorage alaska. Wildlife and the 
forests (not just the tongass) has been important in my early life. From camping to fishing you name it. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national 
and global treasure, the conservation of resources for future generations  the forest's ability to sequester 
carbon and mitigate climate change impacts. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1.. It shows the Forest Service is 
responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, practicing my culture. A full exemption 
does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of 
roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding 
will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because no. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 1:35:38 PM 
First name: Angelo 
Last name: Mangrobang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angelo Mangrobang and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I value wildlife and the forest because ever since i 
was a little kid my life has  been surrounded around wildlife outdoorsy things From camping to fishing I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1. It protects important fish and wildlife 
habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for 
economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, viewing wildlife. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I think that it will 
help. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Mangs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peter Mangs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: V 
Last name: Mangum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This land belongs to the PEOPLE and unless we vote to log a National Park it should NOT be allowed! 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, V Mangum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: V 
Last name: Mangum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep this pristine place road less! This land should be protected not opened up to vehicles at all. I feel 
that the wildlife in the area may also be displace if roads are allowed. 
 
Thank you for allowing comments about this beautiful place and I hope we can keep it pristine like it is now! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: V 
Last name: Mangum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please protect the Tongrass National Forest from Trump's destroy our earth policy's! 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, V Mangum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracey 
Last name: Mangus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracey Mangus and I live in Ford City, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracey Mangus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Manheim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn Manheim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Manias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alexandra Manias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Manias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alexandra Manias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Manildi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Manildi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Penny 
Last name: Manion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Penny Manion and I live in Shepherdstown, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Penny Manion 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lillian 
Last name: Maniscalco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is a horrible idea. This is an old growth forest and needs to be protected from pollution and development. 
We need clean air and water to survive. Once it's gone it's gone. Our environment is fragile. Why to we need to 
constantly damage it? Climate change is real. This planet is the only one we have, there is no backup planet. 
The human race is in peril please don't hasten it's demise. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Graciela 
Last name: manjarres 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Graciela manjarres and I live in New Port Richey, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Graciela manjarres 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Manke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I want my child to have a habitable planet as an adult. We need more trees, not less. Carbon sequestration is 
so important. Please don't do this. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: craig 
Last name: mankowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3324 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
craig mankowski 
 
Naperville, Il 60540 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Mankowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Mankowski and I live in Naperville, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Craig Mankowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: craig 
Last name: mankowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3324 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
craig mankowski 
Naperville, Il 60540 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caitlin 
Last name: Manley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 
 
Dear whomever it may concern, 
 
I, wholeheartedly, support the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE TO THE TONGASS ROADLESS RULE. Please 
continue to protect the Tongass, as well as all microclimates in SE Alaska. 
 
With my best regards 
 
-- 
 
Caitlin Manley 
 
Community Volunteer Ambassador 
 
Fire Island National Seashore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marc 
Last name: Manluk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC148 
 
1. Usually walk on trails and look at the environment. 
 
2. Nope 
 
3. No Road= More Life! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Manly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Manly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brianna 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brianna Mann and I live in Chaska, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brianna Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Danelle 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Danelle Mann and I live in Redmond, Washington. 
 
Once you destroy our beautiful natural areas for financial gain, future generations are unable to use these 
areas because of short term, short sighted gains. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Danelle Mann 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doreen 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Doreen Mann and I live in Lisbon, Maine. 
 
 
DO YOUR JOB AND NOT WHAT TRUMP WANTS YOU TO DO. DO WHAT IS RIGHT FOR ALL AMERCIANS 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Doreen Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gloria 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gloria Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5521 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Hannah Mann 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 8:48:05 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holly Mann and I live in Lake View, NY. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I believe we need to start better caring for all of our forests and wild lands. We are the the main souce of 
damage and deforestation to these areas, and are destroying these ecosystems. We need to act responsibility 
now. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as a national and global treasure. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Mann and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mann and I live in Knoxville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MR 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, MR Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca Mann and I live in Windsor, California. 
 
Please stop taking action to destroy the environment and hasten climate change. We must think of the legacy 
we are leaving our children. This cannot be undone. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rebecca Mann 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Renee Mann and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Renee Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Renee Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Renee Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robin Mann and I live in Burtonsville, Maryland. 
 
 
Protect our forests! We need to be fighting to reverse climate change, not adding to our problems. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robin Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shaw 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shaw Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherri 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sherri Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stanley 
Last name: Mann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stanley Mann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Mann-Ungelo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5743 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
If the Natives can keep it clean, so can the new people. That live in our country. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gloria 
Last name: Manney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gloria Manney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexa 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexa Manning and I live in Downingtown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
This is a critical environmental issue . 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alexa Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: brian 
Last name: manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is brian manning and I live in Mumford, New York. 
 
I would like to propose that no trees older than july 4 1776 should be cut. We have so very few left please save 
them and us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, brian manning 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colleen 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colleen Manning and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Colleen Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darlene 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darlene Manning and I live in Durham, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Darlene Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerry 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gerry Manning and I live in Joliet, Illinois. 
 
 
it's all  about  greed 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gerry Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Manning and I live in Bogart, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Manning and I live in Bogart, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joseph Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie Manning and I live in Renton, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynore 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynore Manning and I live in Oscoda, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynore Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Manning and I live in Youngstown, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Preston 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Preston Manning and I live in Staunton, VA 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Preston Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rustin 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susan 
Last name: manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan manning and I live in Tacoma, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susan manning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Zach 
Last name: Manning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: debbie 
Last name: mannion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is debbie mannion and I live in Chesterfield, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, debbie mannion 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Mannix 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Mannix 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Audrey 
Last name: Mannolini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Audrey Mannolini and I live in Huntington Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Audrey Mannolini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Angie 
Last name: Manny Lai 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6465 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Manobianco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Manobianco and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Manobianco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cyd 
Last name: Manro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Once it's gone, it's gone. Keep this area roadless and wild. We have few such areas, and this is a resource 
asset held in trust by the government. It's highest use is not to line corporate coffers, but to keep our air and 
water clean, and our species thriving and diverse. Our climate is already warming at an accelerated rate. We 
need these trees to sequester carbon, to hold down soil, to provide habitat, and to provide oxygen. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Mans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3441 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have lived in Alaska over 40 years. I have recreated and enjoyed the Tongass. The value of the roadless 
areas is a bank for a healthy environment or many generations to come please do not alter the roads rules for 
short sighted and minimal gain for the few. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bill Mans 
 
Anchorage, AK 99517 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Mans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3441 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee:  
 
I have lived in Alaska over 40 years. I have recreated and enjoyed the Tongass. The value of the roadless 
areas is a bank for a healthy environment or many generations to come please do not alter the roads rules for 
short sighted and minimal gain for the few.  
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Bill Mans 
Anchorage, AK 99517 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Mansager 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I wholeheartedly reject the notion that this road system is the best idea for this area, and that logging old 
growth Forest is the best long-term idea. Detrimental to the environment, not only because of the trees lost but 
also because of the disruption to wildlife, logging of old-growth forest in remote locations such as this (where 
the nature currently is, and should remain, unspoiled) is a backward-thinking concept. There's no reason to be 
logging this area aside from the financial interests of an exceedingly small number of people. Stop being short-
sighted, and leave well enough alone so that young people like myself can enjoy this park for years to come! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Mansbridge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beth Mansbridge and I live in St. Augustine, Florida. 
 
 
Please make your legacy one your family will be proud of! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Beth Mansbridge 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: claudia 
Last name: Mansfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is claudia Mansfield and I live in Weed, California. 
 
Please do everything you can to protect this national treasure. Forests like this are almost gone, and once they 
are destroyed they never come back. Gone forever. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, claudia Mansfield 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fae 
Last name: Mansfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Fae Mansfield and I live in Naples, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Fae Mansfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Mansfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Mansfield and I live in Geneva, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Mansfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mansfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mansfield and I live in Naperville, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Mansfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Mansfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Mansfield and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Mansfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Arlie 
Last name: Manship 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3955 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Arlie Manship 
 
North Las Vegas, NV 89031 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Arlie 
Last name: Manship 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3955 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Arlie Manship 
North Las Vegas, NV 89031 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amber 
Last name: Manske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amber Manske and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amber Manske 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hunter 
Last name: Manson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maxine 
Last name: Mansor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maxine Mansor and I live in Henderson, Nevada. 
 
When I lived and worked in Alaska, the Tongass was one of my favorite places to visit; I would have to see it 
spoiled. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Maxine Mansor 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lena 
Last name: Mansour 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Mantak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jon Mantak and I live in Wellesley, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jon Mantak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mantelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Manter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Manter and I live in Wheeling, Illinois. 
 
 
Aren't these forests really for the people of this country? They're NOT for the few people who grub for money 
that clearly don't need a few more bucks. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry Manter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Manter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Manter and I live in Wheeling, Illinois. 
 
This is truly appalling ... even for this administration. The EPA has gone from protecting the American people to 
being its #1 enemy. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
These wilderness areas are very important to the American soul and it's just very important to keep them 
unspoiled and away from money-grubbers who just see them as something to further their unnecessary 
fortunes. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Larry Manter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Manthe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy Manthe and I live in Dulles, Virginia. 
 
Shame on you if you choose to vote against the No Action alternative. Keep the Roadless Rule and protect our 
environment from the greedy timber industry. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Peggy Manthe 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Manthey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Manthey and I live in Arpin, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Ron Kind Is my Rep. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Manthey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Mantle-Douglas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Mantle-Douglas and I live in Grand Rapids, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rachel Mantle-Douglas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Demetrios 
Last name: Manus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dr. 
Last name: Manville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC979 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jed 
Last name: Manwaring 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jed Manwaring and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
The Tongas NF is a rare gem. It can not be logged like the forests of Oregon and Washington as it is a 
completely different and distinct ecology. Logging has lower yields and the impact to the environment from 
logging is much more destructive. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jed Manwaring 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clifford 
Last name: Manwiller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Clifford Manwiller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Manzione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Manzione and I live in Athens, GA. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Manzione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Mapes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I've lived in Yakutat for 51 years. Our economy has gone down hill badly. Fishing isn't what it use to be. Neither 
are air taxis. It's very hard and expensive to fly out to fish commercially, so we have the vast majority of the 
burden on the Situk system. A road to Dry Bay, from the Current end of the road at Harlequin would add 
access to more river systems for sport and commercial, and allow for more historical visits to the area. Most 
Yakutat people don't get to go there very often anymore. A road would also increase moose hunting and 
trapping in the area, as well as sight seeing. The roadless rule has stopped it for many years. To me, just 
clearing logs for a right away, and selling them to pay for the road makes sense. I would like to see the 3/4 mile 
road finished into Russell Fjord too for the same reasons. We used to be able to come around passed Hubbard 
Glacier, but can't do very safely now. We don't have much access for cultural or fishing rights. I can legally fish 
there, but I can't get there. Has never seemed fair. Building a road and a launch doesn't have to mean pave 
and condo it. For this reason I oppose the roadless rule and always have. As far as allowing logging in 
Tongass, I'd say half the kids in high school when I went to high school here were logger kids. It was a big part 
of our community. We need jobs for families. I am fisherman, I dont want to see salmon habitat destroyed, I'd 
like to see good safe buffer margins. And we'll built bridges, but an unsightly hillside is not the same as logging 
along a creek. I think it can and should be done where both economies benefit, and there is no damage. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Mapes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To: USFS 
 
 
 
As a resident of SE Alaska since 1980 I support alternative 1 (no action) on the roadless rule. There are 
already too many roads in the world and so few places left in their natural original state. The unroaded areas in 
the Tongass need to stay that way for present and future generations. I depend on natural habitat for 
harvesting fish and game and enjoy wildlife viewing as well as spending time in unroaded areas. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, Craig Mapes 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 5:52:27 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Mapes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Mapes and I live in Tenakee Springs, Alaska. I have lived in SE Alaska since 1980.  My 
permanent home is in Tenakee Springs where I have resided since 1983.  I fish and hunt and have a garden to 
supplement our food supply.  I also enjoy kayaking in the area. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the conservation of 
resources for future generations  the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass the northern mainland 
above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern 
mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, 
Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless areas in 
these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to 
provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because There are already 
enough roads in the world.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Maples 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Teresa Maples 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracey 
Last name: Maples 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracey Maples and I live in Owens Cross Roads, Alabama. 
 
 
We need to preserve more land instead of opening up more to cutting. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracey Maples 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Liya 
Last name: Mar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Liya Mar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynda 
Last name: Maraby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynda Maraby and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynda Maraby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Maragos 
Organization: Taxpayers for Common Sense 
Title:  
Comments: 
The attached letter represents the official comments of Taxpayers for Common Sense on the USFS Proposed 
Rule, "Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National Forest System Lands in Alaska" (RIN: 0596-
AD37), published on October 17, 2019. 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Alaska Region 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802[ndash]1628 
 
RE: U.S. Forest Service Proposed Rule, [ldquo]Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National Forest 
System Lands in Alaska[rdquo] 
 
Dear Forest Service Rulemaking Team, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment on the proposed rule, [ldquo]Special Areas, Roadless 
Area Conservation: National Forest System Lands in Alaska[rdquo] (RIN: 0596-AD37), published on October 
17, 2019. Taxpayers for Common Sense (TCS) is a national nonpartisan budget watchdog organization that 
has tracked government waste issues and the management of natural resources on federal lands for nearly 25 
years. Given the long history of below-cost timber sales in the Tongass National Forest and the economics of 
timber harvest in inventoried roadless areas, TCS is concerned the proposal to exempt the Tongass from the 
2001 Roadless Rule will cost American taxpayers tens of millions of dollars in increased timber subsidies. 
 
Instead of moving ahead with the preferred alternative in the proposed rulemaking, TCS urges the Forest 
Service to re-examine and reform its current administration of timber sales in the Tongass. Implementation of 
such reforms would enable the development of a rule that better aligns the Forest Service[rsquo]s management 
priorities for the forest with the needs of the local and indigenous communities and the agency[rsquo]s 
responsibility to federal taxpayers. 
 
Roadless Rule Background 
 
The U.S. Forest Service manages 193 million acres of public forests and grasslands collectively known as the 
National Forest System. The Tongass National Forest (Tongass) in Southeast Alaska is the nation[rsquo]s 
largest at 16.7 million acres, roughly the size of West Virginia. Every year, the Forest Service prepares and 
conducts sales for the rights to harvest millions of board feet of timber from the Tongass. Since 2011, when the 
U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska reinstated the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule for the 
Tongass, the Forest Service has been precluded from conducting sales for commercial timber harvest inside 
the forest[rsquo]s inventoried roadless areas. The current rulemaking promulgated by the Forest Service seeks 
to remove the protections of the 2001 Roadless Rule[rsquo]s from the Tongass. 
 
As stated in the proposed rule and accompanying materials, the Forest Service[rsquo]s Alaska Roadless Rule 
preferred alternative would fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the protection provided by the 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule).1 Adopted by the Forest Service nearly two decades ago, 



the Roadless Rule generally prohibits road construction and commercial logging within national forest 
inventoried roadless areas, including 9.2 million acres in the Tongass National Forest.2 A full 
 
1 U.S. Department of Agriculture, Proposed Rule, [ldquo]Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National 
Forest System Lands in Alaska,[rdquo] October 17 2019. 84 FR 55522 
 
2 U.S. Department of Agriculture, [ldquo]Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Questions and Answers,[rdquo] April 
2019.  
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf 
 
 
 
exemption for the Tongass would have major adverse economic impacts nationally and regionally, while 
providing few if any benefits. 
 
While developing the current proposed rule, the Forest Service put together five separate alternatives for 
altering the 2001 Roadless Rule, in addition to a no action alternative maintaining the status quo. The first four 
of these alternatives would withdraw areas from the current roadless acreage to varying extents and create 
new categories for managing the remaining roadless areas with fewer or greater restrictions than the current 
Roadless Rule. The last, Alternative 6, fully exempts the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and is the Forest 
Service[rsquo]s preferred option. 
 
The Forest Service developed and describes each of the alternatives under consideration in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) accompanying the rule as opening new areas of the Tongass to timber 
harvest and roadbuilding to varying degrees. From the Forest Service[rsquo]s published materials, it[rsquo]s 
clear the intent of the rule is to provide for increased timber harvest in the Tongass. As these materials indicate, 
the rule would not materially impact the ability to carry out energy, mining, communications, and infrastructure 
projects throughout the forest: 
 
Exploration, mining, and mineral processing activities, including road construction and reconstruction, are 
presently allowed in [Inventoried Roadless Areas] and would continue to be allowed under all alternatives... 
 
None of the alternatives are expected to substantially affect the development of energy projects or related 
infrastructure. (DEIS, page 3-51) 
 
Fully exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule solely or primarily for the purpose of expanding timber 
sales is particularly unjustified and fiscally reckless given the Forest Service[rsquo]s long history of losing 
millions of taxpayer dollars on these sales. Below cost timber sales effectively subsidize the timber industry 
over other economic interests in the region. 
 
Below-Cost Timber Sales in the Tongass 
 
The Forest Service has and continues to administer timber sales in the Tongass that generate net losses for 
the agency. The problem has been rampant for decades, as the costs to administer the federal timber sales 
program regularly exceed receipts. 
 
Since the 1980s, the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) has criticized the Forest Service for 
preparing and conducting these [ldquo]below-cost[rdquo] timber sales in the Tongass. In its first report on the 
timber program, the GAO documented that the problem was widespread and identified 433 out of 1,630 sales 
in four Forest Service regions in fiscal year (FY) 1981 that had been sold for a collective loss of $64 million. 
Similarly, the report found that 42 percent of sales conducted in regions 1, 2, 4, and 6 in FY1982 had been 
below-cost and generated $92.8 million in total losses.3 
 
In 1988, the GAO reported that the Forest Service[rsquo]s timber sales program in the Tongass alone had lost 
a total of $22.1 million in FY1986, equivalent to roughly $51.5 million today.4 Over several years in the 1990s, 
the GAO returned to the subject and audited the Forest Service[rsquo]s timber program accounts for the 
 



3 General Accounting Office, RCED-84-96, [ldquo]Congress Needs Better Information on Forest Service's 
Below-Cost Timber Sales,[rdquo] June 28 1984. Regions 1,2,4 and 6 include every state from Kansas north to 
North Dakota and west to Washington, excluding California. 
 
4 General Accounting Office, RCED-88-54, [ldquo]TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST: Timber Provision of the 
Alaska Lands Act Needs Clarification,[rdquo] April 11 1988. 
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Tongass and other forests.5 According to budget data published by the agency, the Forest Service[rsquo]s 
timber program lost $210 million from FY1992 to FY1997, in today[rsquo]s dollars, or roughly $35 million per 
year. Even after allowing for the Forest Service[rsquo]s industry-friendly accounting practice of accepting road 
credits instead of cash for timber,6 which Congress rightly ended in FY1999, the Tongass timber program still 
lost more than $11 million per year on average over those six years. 
 
Recent Estimates of Timber Sale Losses 
 
In 2016, the GAO reported that from FY2005 to FY2014, the Forest Service expended an average of $12.5 
million annually for timber-related activities in the Tongass and received only $1.1 million on average in receipts 
from timber harvest, resulting in an average net loss of roughly $11.4 million per year.7 The GAO noted that 
those totals did not take into account the millions of dollars the Forest Service spends annually to build and 
maintain roads in the Tongass National Forest. However, these roads are an important part of the timber sale 
program costs. The Forest Service has acknowledged that the majority of roads in the Tongass were built for 
timber harvest purposes.8 The bottom line is road expenses are timber expenses. 
 
Using the GAO[rsquo]s 2016 methodology, but including road expenses, TCS recently published a report 
reviewing the Tongass timber program[rsquo]s finances over the 20-year period from FY1999 to FY2018.9 The 
report concluded that the Forest Service lost $600 million through its Tongass timber program over those 20 
years, after adjusting for inflation, or roughly $30 million per year. 
 
In the TCS analysis, six budget line items were included as outlays associated with timber sales. These six 
budget accounts fund three types of Forest Service activity: timber sale preparation, reforestation, and road 
building. Other expenses that are necessary for timber sales but primarily serve other Forest Service missions, 
such as forest inventory and monitoring activities, were not included. 
 
It is worth noting that the choice of methodology for calculating Forest Service expenses is almost rendered 
moot by the paltry revenues generated by the Tongass timber program. Over the last 20 years, the Forest 
Service collected just $33.8 million, in 2018 dollars, or $1.7 million per year on average. That level of revenue is 
insufficient to cover one-tenth of the agency[rsquo]s Forest Products budget account alone. The Tongass 
timber program is a money-loser by any measure. 
 
Using our conservative methodology to analyze budget data available for 26 of the last 33 years, we conclude 
that the Tongass timber sales have cost taxpayers more than $850 million dollars during this period. 
 
These losses are not unpredictable. They occur year after year, sale after sale with little to no exception. 
Fundamentally, the system is flawed. Systemic problems coupled with a legislative mandate for sales to 
appraise positive have ensured federal taxpayers lose on timber sales. Overwhelmingly, the Forest Service 
program prioritizes the logging industry and its interests over that of federal taxpayers. Without reform, the 
program will undoubtably continue to tally financial losses. 
 
5 GAO, RCED-95-237FS; GAO, RCED-96-122R; GAO, RCED-99-24; GAO, RCED-99-174 
 
6 The Purchaser Credit Program allowed timber harvesters to accrue credits equal to their costs for building 
some timber access roads and then pay the Forest Service for the timber with those credits. For more 



information, see Congressional Research Service report 97-706, [ldquo]Forest Roads: Construction and 
Financing,[rdquo] July 16, 1997. The program was ended through P.L. 105-277 [sect]329 
 
7 GAO, [ldquo]TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST: Forest Service's Actions Related to Its Planned Timber 
Program Transition,[rdquo] April 2016. 
 
8 U.S. Forest Service, [ldquo]Final Environmental Impact Statement: Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan.[rdquo] June 2016. Appendix C, pg. C-4 
 
9 Taxpayers for Common Sense, [ldquo]Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the 
Tongass.[rdquo] October 2019. https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-
timber/ 
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The Proposed Rule[rsquo]s Effect on Timber Sales 
 
Despite its focus on timber development, the Forest Service asserts the rule would not significantly change 
timber harvest levels in the Tongass.10 The basis for this claim is that the target for timber sales of 46 million 
board feet (MMBF) per year set in the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan would not change under the 
rule.11 This is misleading. Targets are not reality. Over the last five fiscal years, FY2015 [ndash] FY2019, the 
Forest Service sold 16.3 MMBF on average, or approximately one third of the target. In FY2018, it sold just 9.2 
MMBF. Last year, the Forest Service sold 5.4 MMBF, the second lowest fiscal year total in the last 30 years.12 
 
If implementation of the proposed rule results in timber sales at the target levels specified in the 2016 forest 
plan, it would represent a significant increase from current practice. The Forest Service[rsquo]s claim that the 
proposed rule would not increase agency costs because it would not increase timber harvest levels is 
unfounded. The Forest Service must develop a more comprehensive estimate of anticipated agency costs and 
losses from below-cost timber sales before any alternative is selected and a final rule is promulgated. 
 
The decrease in timber sales in recent years is due to low commercial interest. In FY2018, the Forest Service 
offered 23.6 MMBF of timber through three sales that did not receive a single bid.13 The inability of the agency 
to find a purchaser for this timber after spending millions of dollars to prepare and analyze the three sales 
represents an enormous waste of taxpayer resources. 
 
After devoting considerable resources preparing timber sales, the Forest Service is often compelled to 
subsidize sales because of statutory requirements enacted by Congress. In the Department of the Interior and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act for FY1998, Congress stipulated that the Forest Service could not offer 
any timber sale in Region 10 (Alaska) including Western red cedar unless it used local sales values and 
manufacturing costs.14 The provision has remained in various forms in the annual Interior appropriations act 
ever since. The FY2000 appropriations act mandated that no timber sale in Region 10 could be advertised if 
indicated rates were deficit as determined through a [ldquo]transaction evidence appraisal system.[rdquo]15 By 
the FY2003 act,16 this had become the [ldquo]residual value[rdquo] appraisal system, as it is known today. 
 
The residual value appraisal approach assigns value to timber by first calculating its Selling Value, then 
subtracting all expected production costs and a profit and risk margin. Production costs are the sum of all 
manufacturing, logging, log transporting, and road costs.17 If the indicated advertised rate [ndash] the selling 
value minus the production costs and the 15 percent profit and risk margin [ndash] is negative, the Forest 
Service is prohibited from advertising the sale.18 In recent years, many of the timber sales prepared by the 
Forest Service have had a deficit appraisal.19 
 
10 84 FR 5525, October 17, 2019. 
 
11 U.S. Forest Service, [ldquo]Alaska Roadless Rulemaking: Regulatory Impact Assessment and Cost-Benefit 
Assessment.[rdquo] Page 31. 



 
12 U.S. Forest Service, [ldquo]Forest Products Cut and Sold from the National Forests and Grasslands.[rdquo] 
Region 10.  
https://www.fs.fed.us/forestmanagement/products/cut-sold/index.shtml 
 
13 Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-32. 
 
14 P.L. 105-83 [sect]347 
 
15 P.L. 106-113, Div. B, Appendix C, [sect]333 
 
16 P.L. 108-7 [sect]318 
 
17 Forest Service Handbook, Alaska Region, Timber Appraisal Handbook, Chapter 10 [ndash] Residual Value 
Appraisals. Supplement 2409-22. December 11 2018. 
 
18 The calculated [ldquo]Timber Property Value[rdquo] [ndash] or the increase in timber value from processing 
- can be added to the calculation in certain circumstances to potentially eliminate the deficit. 
 
19 The Forest Service often notes it is hard to create timber sales that are economical in the Tongass, see the 
Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-32 
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Instead of abandoning these projects, the Forest Service often attempts to make these sales appraise positive. 
It does this by waiting for timber prices to increase, thus increasing the Selling Value in the formula, or by 
reducing the would-be purchaser[rsquo]s production costs. The Forest Service reduces harvester costs 
primarily by building roads. For example, after failing to attract any bids for the 2008 Kuiu sale, the Forest 
Service spent more than $3 million constructing, reconstructing, and reconditioning 88 miles of roads in the 
sale area.20 A revised Kuiu sale was subsequently re-offered in both 2016 and 2018 and still failed to attract a 
bid. 
 
The timber sale process in the Tongass is fundamentally skewed to protect the interest and profits of logging 
companies, with little or no regard for the cost to taxpayers. This is why the Forest Service loses $30 million per 
year on Tongass timber sales. Repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule would make the problem worse. 
 
As the materials accompanying the proposed rule state, timber harvest in most roadless areas would require 
more road construction, on average.21 To make timber sales more economical for logging companies to meet 
annual statutory requirements, the Forest Service will likely end up covering more roadbuilding costs. 
 
In 2017, the Forest Service began developing alternatives for the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Analysis 
project, which ultimately provided for the sale of 656 MMBF over 15 years. In developing this project, the Forest 
Service considered one alternative that would have allowed the sale and harvest of timber in current roadless 
areas. Through a Freedom of Information Act request, TCS received one of the agency[rsquo]s initial cost 
analyses for the alternative. Even under the assumption that constructing a mile of new road would cost the 
same in a roadless area as in a roaded area, the Forest Service found that roadbuilding in roadless areas 
would be more than twice as expensive per board foot of timber. 
 
We expect the same to be true of roadbuilding in all roadless areas. Because many of these costs would 
necessarily be covered by the Forest Service to make sales economical, the proposed rule would likely result in 
significantly greater financial losses to the U.S. Treasury and American taxpayers. 
 
Road Costs and the Maintenance Backlog 
 
The fiscal impact of increased timber sales in roadless areas becomes even more urgent when considered in 
the larger budget context. According to Forest Service, the agency faces an overall deferred maintenance 



backlog of more than $5.2 billion but has an annual budget of less than $450 million for all maintenance and 
infrastructure needs.22 
 
Already, the Forest Service cannot adequately maintain the existing 370,000 miles of roads in the National 
Forest System. The deferred maintenance backlog for these roads is currently around $3.2 billion.23 The 
deferred maintenance backlog for roads in Alaska alone is $68 million. New timber sales in roadless areas 
would increase the mileage of roads that must be maintained, further exacerbating Forest Service budget 
strain. 
 
20 Complaint in the U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska. Case 1:18-cv-00005-HRH, May 16 2018.  
https://earthjustice.org/sites/default/files/files/Timber%20Sale%20Complaint.pdf 
 
21 Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-144 
 
22 US Forest Service, [ldquo]Reducing our deferred maintenance backlog,[rdquo] April 2019. 
https://www.fs.fed.us/inside-fs/leadership/reducing-our-deferred-maintenance-backlog 
 
23 Lenise Lago, Associate Chief, USDA-Forest Service, testimony before the Senate Committee on Energy & 
Natural Resources. June 18 2019. 
https://www.energy.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve?File_id=9D5D526C-2337-4002-9072-
285BE733E072 
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The Forest Service states that adoption of Alternative 4 or 5 would lead to 17 and 19 percent increases to total 
road miles in the Tongass respectively over the next 100 years.24 However, the Forest Service[rsquo]s does 
not present the total anticipated roadbuilding accompanying adoption of the preferred alternative. The Forest 
Service must publish such an estimate before proceeding with the rulemaking. 
 
National Forest System road construction costs are frequently covered by the Forest Service, even though their 
primary intended use is to facilitate timber harvest. A Tongass roads analysis prepared for the Forest Service in 
January 2003, found that, [ldquo]the availability of maintenance level 3, 4, and 5 roads (those open to 
passenger cars) in Southeast Alaska is sufficient to satisfy local demand for roaded recreation, 
 
subsistence, and community connectivity needs and demands in most districts.[rdquo]25 Even the Forest 
Service acknowledges the demand for new roads in the Tongass is driven by timber harvest needs.26 27 
 
Adding more miles to the road system in National Forests without devoting funds to pay for their maintenance 
will only increase that backlog and taxpayer liabilities. Any assessment of allowing timber harvest in roadless 
areas, which would require significant new road construction, must account for the maintenance and liability 
costs associated with new roads. 
 
Conclusion 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass National Forest in Southeast Alaska is the largest in the United States 
and is an important resource and natural place for the entire country. Tourism and fishing are the foundation of 
the region[rsquo]s economy, but money-losing timber sales and costly logging roads too often take priority in 
the Tongass. 
 
Tongass roadless areas provide other economic benefits for fish and wildlife. Tourism and commercial 
fisheries, make up approximately 25% of regional employment and are both directly dependent upon the 
protected roadless areas of the Tongass.28 In contrast, timber industry employment has fallen by 80% since 
the 1990s and currently represents less than one percent of regional employment.29 
 
TCS believes that exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule would result in adverse 
economic and associated environmental impacts. As discussed above, Tongass timber sales return a few 
pennies on each dollar expended. 



 
To protect the interests of taxpayers, Taxpayers for Common Sense urges the U.S. Forest Service to abandon 
its proposed repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule. Repealing the roadless rule in the context of a deeply flawed 
timber sale program would continue heavily subsidized timber sales and lock in taxpayer losses at a time of 
exploding national debt. 
 
24 DEIA, Appendix C, Table 3.4-6 
 
25 Tongass National Forest Forest-Level Roads Analysis, Prepared for Tongass National Forest Region 10 
USDA Forest Service, January 2003. 
 
26 See the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Analysis 
Project, page 331; or, the Draft EIS (DEIS) for the Central Tongass Project, page 360. 
 
27 U.S. Forest Service, DEIS for the Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas, page 3-142. 
 
28Southeast Conference, [ldquo]Southeast by the Numbers 2019,[rdquo] September 2019. 
 
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/FINAL%20Southeast%20by%20the%20Numbers%202019.pdf 
 
29 Southeast Conference, [ldquo]Southeast by the Numbers 2014,[rdquo] September 2014. 
 
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers%202014%20
FINAL.pdf 
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Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Alaska Region 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802[ndash]1628 
 
RE: U.S. Forest Service Proposed Rule, [ldquo]Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National Forest 
System Lands in Alaska[rdquo] 
 
Dear Forest Service Rulemaking Team, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment on the proposed rule, [ldquo]Special Areas, Roadless 
Area Conservation: National Forest System Lands in Alaska[rdquo] (RIN: 0596-AD37), published on October 
17, 2019. Taxpayers for Common Sense (TCS) is a national nonpartisan budget watchdog organization that 
has tracked government waste issues and the management of natural resources on federal lands for nearly 25 
years. Given the long history of below-cost timber sales in the Tongass National Forest and the economics of 
timber harvest in inventoried roadless areas, TCS is concerned the proposal to exempt the Tongass from the 
2001 Roadless Rule will cost American taxpayers tens of millions of dollars in increased timber subsidies. 
 
Instead of moving ahead with the preferred alternative in the proposed rulemaking, TCS urges the Forest 
Service to re-examine and reform its current administration of timber sales in the Tongass. Implementation of 
such reforms would enable the development of a rule that better aligns the Forest Service[rsquo]s management 
priorities for the forest with the needs of the local and indigenous communities and the agency[rsquo]s 
responsibility to federal taxpayers. 
 



Roadless Rule Background 
 
The U.S. Forest Service manages 193 million acres of public forests and grasslands collectively known as the 
National Forest System. The Tongass National Forest (Tongass) in Southeast Alaska is the nation[rsquo]s 
largest at 16.7 million acres, roughly the size of West Virginia. Every year, the Forest Service prepares and 
conducts sales for the rights to harvest millions of board feet of timber from the Tongass. Since 2011, when the 
U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska reinstated the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule for the 
Tongass, the Forest Service has been precluded from conducting sales for commercial timber harvest inside 
the forest[rsquo]s inventoried roadless areas. The current rulemaking promulgated by the Forest Service seeks 
to remove the protections of the 2001 Roadless Rule[rsquo]s from the Tongass. 
 
As stated in the proposed rule and accompanying materials, the Forest Service[rsquo]s Alaska Roadless Rule 
preferred alternative would fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the protection provided by the 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule).1 Adopted by the Forest Service nearly two decades ago, 
the Roadless Rule generally prohibits road construction and commercial logging within national forest 
inventoried roadless areas, including 9.2 million acres in the Tongass National Forest.2 A full 
 
1 U.S. Department of Agriculture, Proposed Rule, [ldquo]Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National 
Forest System Lands in Alaska,[rdquo] October 17 2019. 84 FR 55522 
 
2 U.S. Department of Agriculture, [ldquo]Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Questions and Answers,[rdquo] April 
2019.  
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf 
 
 
 
exemption for the Tongass would have major adverse economic impacts nationally and regionally, while 
providing few if any benefits. 
 
While developing the current proposed rule, the Forest Service put together five separate alternatives for 
altering the 2001 Roadless Rule, in addition to a no action alternative maintaining the status quo. The first four 
of these alternatives would withdraw areas from the current roadless acreage to varying extents and create 
new categories for managing the remaining roadless areas with fewer or greater restrictions than the current 
Roadless Rule. The last, Alternative 6, fully exempts the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and is the Forest 
Service[rsquo]s preferred option. 
 
The Forest Service developed and describes each of the alternatives under consideration in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) accompanying the rule as opening new areas of the Tongass to timber 
harvest and roadbuilding to varying degrees. From the Forest Service[rsquo]s published materials, it[rsquo]s 
clear the intent of the rule is to provide for increased timber harvest in the Tongass. As these materials indicate, 
the rule would not materially impact the ability to carry out energy, mining, communications, and infrastructure 
projects throughout the forest: 
 
Exploration, mining, and mineral processing activities, including road construction and reconstruction, are 
presently allowed in [Inventoried Roadless Areas] and would continue to be allowed under all alternatives... 
 
None of the alternatives are expected to substantially affect the development of energy projects or related 
infrastructure. (DEIS, page 3-51) 
 
Fully exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule solely or primarily for the purpose of expanding timber 
sales is particularly unjustified and fiscally reckless given the Forest Service[rsquo]s long history of losing 
millions of taxpayer dollars on these sales. Below cost timber sales effectively subsidize the timber industry 
over other economic interests in the region. 
 
Below-Cost Timber Sales in the Tongass 
 
The Forest Service has and continues to administer timber sales in the Tongass that generate net losses for 
the agency. The problem has been rampant for decades, as the costs to administer the federal timber sales 
program regularly exceed receipts. 



 
Since the 1980s, the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) has criticized the Forest Service for 
preparing and conducting these [ldquo]below-cost[rdquo] timber sales in the Tongass. In its first report on the 
timber program, the GAO documented that the problem was widespread and identified 433 out of 1,630 sales 
in four Forest Service regions in fiscal year (FY) 1981 that had been sold for a collective loss of $64 million. 
Similarly, the report found that 42 percent of sales conducted in regions 1, 2, 4, and 6 in FY1982 had been 
below-cost and generated $92.8 million in total losses.3 
 
In 1988, the GAO reported that the Forest Service[rsquo]s timber sales program in the Tongass alone had lost 
a total of $22.1 million in FY1986, equivalent to roughly $51.5 million today.4 Over several years in the 1990s, 
the GAO returned to the subject and audited the Forest Service[rsquo]s timber program accounts for the 
 
3 General Accounting Office, RCED-84-96, [ldquo]Congress Needs Better Information on Forest Service's 
Below-Cost Timber Sales,[rdquo] June 28 1984. Regions 1,2,4 and 6 include every state from Kansas north to 
North Dakota and west to Washington, excluding California. 
 
4 General Accounting Office, RCED-88-54, [ldquo]TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST: Timber Provision of the 
Alaska Lands Act Needs Clarification,[rdquo] April 11 1988. 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
Tongass and other forests.5 According to budget data published by the agency, the Forest Service[rsquo]s 
timber program lost $210 million from FY1992 to FY1997, in today[rsquo]s dollars, or roughly $35 million per 
year. Even after allowing for the Forest Service[rsquo]s industry-friendly accounting practice of accepting road 
credits instead of cash for timber,6 which Congress rightly ended in FY1999, the Tongass timber program still 
lost more than $11 million per year on average over those six years. 
 
Recent Estimates of Timber Sale Losses 
 
In 2016, the GAO reported that from FY2005 to FY2014, the Forest Service expended an average of $12.5 
million annually for timber-related activities in the Tongass and received only $1.1 million on average in receipts 
from timber harvest, resulting in an average net loss of roughly $11.4 million per year.7 The GAO noted that 
those totals did not take into account the millions of dollars the Forest Service spends annually to build and 
maintain roads in the Tongass National Forest. However, these roads are an important part of the timber sale 
program costs. The Forest Service has acknowledged that the majority of roads in the Tongass were built for 
timber harvest purposes.8 The bottom line is road expenses are timber expenses. 
 
Using the GAO[rsquo]s 2016 methodology, but including road expenses, TCS recently published a report 
reviewing the Tongass timber program[rsquo]s finances over the 20-year period from FY1999 to FY2018.9 The 
report concluded that the Forest Service lost $600 million through its Tongass timber program over those 20 
years, after adjusting for inflation, or roughly $30 million per year. 
 
In the TCS analysis, six budget line items were included as outlays associated with timber sales. These six 
budget accounts fund three types of Forest Service activity: timber sale preparation, reforestation, and road 
building. Other expenses that are necessary for timber sales but primarily serve other Forest Service missions, 
such as forest inventory and monitoring activities, were not included. 
 
It is worth noting that the choice of methodology for calculating Forest Service expenses is almost rendered 
moot by the paltry revenues generated by the Tongass timber program. Over the last 20 years, the Forest 
Service collected just $33.8 million, in 2018 dollars, or $1.7 million per year on average. That level of revenue is 
insufficient to cover one-tenth of the agency[rsquo]s Forest Products budget account alone. The Tongass 
timber program is a money-loser by any measure. 
 
Using our conservative methodology to analyze budget data available for 26 of the last 33 years, we conclude 
that the Tongass timber sales have cost taxpayers more than $850 million dollars during this period. 



 
These losses are not unpredictable. They occur year after year, sale after sale with little to no exception. 
Fundamentally, the system is flawed. Systemic problems coupled with a legislative mandate for sales to 
appraise positive have ensured federal taxpayers lose on timber sales. Overwhelmingly, the Forest Service 
program prioritizes the logging industry and its interests over that of federal taxpayers. Without reform, the 
program will undoubtably continue to tally financial losses. 
 
5 GAO, RCED-95-237FS; GAO, RCED-96-122R; GAO, RCED-99-24; GAO, RCED-99-174 
 
6 The Purchaser Credit Program allowed timber harvesters to accrue credits equal to their costs for building 
some timber access roads and then pay the Forest Service for the timber with those credits. For more 
information, see Congressional Research Service report 97-706, [ldquo]Forest Roads: Construction and 
Financing,[rdquo] July 16, 1997. The program was ended through P.L. 105-277 [sect]329 
 
7 GAO, [ldquo]TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST: Forest Service's Actions Related to Its Planned Timber 
Program Transition,[rdquo] April 2016. 
 
8 U.S. Forest Service, [ldquo]Final Environmental Impact Statement: Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan.[rdquo] June 2016. Appendix C, pg. C-4 
 
9 Taxpayers for Common Sense, [ldquo]Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the 
Tongass.[rdquo] October 2019. https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-
timber/ 
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The Proposed Rule[rsquo]s Effect on Timber Sales 
 
Despite its focus on timber development, the Forest Service asserts the rule would not significantly change 
timber harvest levels in the Tongass.10 The basis for this claim is that the target for timber sales of 46 million 
board feet (MMBF) per year set in the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan would not change under the 
rule.11 This is misleading. Targets are not reality. Over the last five fiscal years, FY2015 [ndash] FY2019, the 
Forest Service sold 16.3 MMBF on average, or approximately one third of the target. In FY2018, it sold just 9.2 
MMBF. Last year, the Forest Service sold 5.4 MMBF, the second lowest fiscal year total in the last 30 years.12 
 
If implementation of the proposed rule results in timber sales at the target levels specified in the 2016 forest 
plan, it would represent a significant increase from current practice. The Forest Service[rsquo]s claim that the 
proposed rule would not increase agency costs because it would not increase timber harvest levels is 
unfounded. The Forest Service must develop a more comprehensive estimate of anticipated agency costs and 
losses from below-cost timber sales before any alternative is selected and a final rule is promulgated. 
 
The decrease in timber sales in recent years is due to low commercial interest. In FY2018, the Forest Service 
offered 23.6 MMBF of timber through three sales that did not receive a single bid.13 The inability of the agency 
to find a purchaser for this timber after spending millions of dollars to prepare and analyze the three sales 
represents an enormous waste of taxpayer resources. 
 
After devoting considerable resources preparing timber sales, the Forest Service is often compelled to 
subsidize sales because of statutory requirements enacted by Congress. In the Department of the Interior and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act for FY1998, Congress stipulated that the Forest Service could not offer 
any timber sale in Region 10 (Alaska) including Western red cedar unless it used local sales values and 
manufacturing costs.14 The provision has remained in various forms in the annual Interior appropriations act 
ever since. The FY2000 appropriations act mandated that no timber sale in Region 10 could be advertised if 
indicated rates were deficit as determined through a [ldquo]transaction evidence appraisal system.[rdquo]15 By 
the FY2003 act,16 this had become the [ldquo]residual value[rdquo] appraisal system, as it is known today. 
 



The residual value appraisal approach assigns value to timber by first calculating its Selling Value, then 
subtracting all expected production costs and a profit and risk margin. Production costs are the sum of all 
manufacturing, logging, log transporting, and road costs.17 If the indicated advertised rate [ndash] the selling 
value minus the production costs and the 15 percent profit and risk margin [ndash] is negative, the Forest 
Service is prohibited from advertising the sale.18 In recent years, many of the timber sales prepared by the 
Forest Service have had a deficit appraisal.19 
 
10 84 FR 5525, October 17, 2019. 
 
11 U.S. Forest Service, [ldquo]Alaska Roadless Rulemaking: Regulatory Impact Assessment and Cost-Benefit 
Assessment.[rdquo] Page 31. 
 
12 U.S. Forest Service, [ldquo]Forest Products Cut and Sold from the National Forests and Grasslands.[rdquo] 
Region 10.  
https://www.fs.fed.us/forestmanagement/products/cut-sold/index.shtml 
 
13 Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-32. 
 
14 P.L. 105-83 [sect]347 
 
15 P.L. 106-113, Div. B, Appendix C, [sect]333 
 
16 P.L. 108-7 [sect]318 
 
17 Forest Service Handbook, Alaska Region, Timber Appraisal Handbook, Chapter 10 [ndash] Residual Value 
Appraisals. Supplement 2409-22. December 11 2018. 
 
18 The calculated [ldquo]Timber Property Value[rdquo] [ndash] or the increase in timber value from processing 
- can be added to the calculation in certain circumstances to potentially eliminate the deficit. 
 
19 The Forest Service often notes it is hard to create timber sales that are economical in the Tongass, see the 
Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-32 
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Instead of abandoning these projects, the Forest Service often attempts to make these sales appraise positive. 
It does this by waiting for timber prices to increase, thus increasing the Selling Value in the formula, or by 
reducing the would-be purchaser[rsquo]s production costs. The Forest Service reduces harvester costs 
primarily by building roads. For example, after failing to attract any bids for the 2008 Kuiu sale, the Forest 
Service spent more than $3 million constructing, reconstructing, and reconditioning 88 miles of roads in the 
sale area.20 A revised Kuiu sale was subsequently re-offered in both 2016 and 2018 and still failed to attract a 
bid. 
 
The timber sale process in the Tongass is fundamentally skewed to protect the interest and profits of logging 
companies, with little or no regard for the cost to taxpayers. This is why the Forest Service loses $30 million per 
year on Tongass timber sales. Repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule would make the problem worse. 
 
As the materials accompanying the proposed rule state, timber harvest in most roadless areas would require 
more road construction, on average.21 To make timber sales more economical for logging companies to meet 
annual statutory requirements, the Forest Service will likely end up covering more roadbuilding costs. 
 
In 2017, the Forest Service began developing alternatives for the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Analysis 
project, which ultimately provided for the sale of 656 MMBF over 15 years. In developing this project, the Forest 
Service considered one alternative that would have allowed the sale and harvest of timber in current roadless 
areas. Through a Freedom of Information Act request, TCS received one of the agency[rsquo]s initial cost 
analyses for the alternative. Even under the assumption that constructing a mile of new road would cost the 



same in a roadless area as in a roaded area, the Forest Service found that roadbuilding in roadless areas 
would be more than twice as expensive per board foot of timber. 
 
We expect the same to be true of roadbuilding in all roadless areas. Because many of these costs would 
necessarily be covered by the Forest Service to make sales economical, the proposed rule would likely result in 
significantly greater financial losses to the U.S. Treasury and American taxpayers. 
 
Road Costs and the Maintenance Backlog 
 
The fiscal impact of increased timber sales in roadless areas becomes even more urgent when considered in 
the larger budget context. According to Forest Service, the agency faces an overall deferred maintenance 
backlog of more than $5.2 billion but has an annual budget of less than $450 million for all maintenance and 
infrastructure needs.22 
 
Already, the Forest Service cannot adequately maintain the existing 370,000 miles of roads in the National 
Forest System. The deferred maintenance backlog for these roads is currently around $3.2 billion.23 The 
deferred maintenance backlog for roads in Alaska alone is $68 million. New timber sales in roadless areas 
would increase the mileage of roads that must be maintained, further exacerbating Forest Service budget 
strain. 
 
20 Complaint in the U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska. Case 1:18-cv-00005-HRH, May 16 2018.  
https://earthjustice.org/sites/default/files/files/Timber%20Sale%20Complaint.pdf 
 
21 Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-144 
 
22 US Forest Service, [ldquo]Reducing our deferred maintenance backlog,[rdquo] April 2019. 
https://www.fs.fed.us/inside-fs/leadership/reducing-our-deferred-maintenance-backlog 
 
23 Lenise Lago, Associate Chief, USDA-Forest Service, testimony before the Senate Committee on Energy & 
Natural Resources. June 18 2019. 
https://www.energy.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve?File_id=9D5D526C-2337-4002-9072-
285BE733E072 
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The Forest Service states that adoption of Alternative 4 or 5 would lead to 17 and 19 percent increases to total 
road miles in the Tongass respectively over the next 100 years.24 However, the Forest Service[rsquo]s does 
not present the total anticipated roadbuilding accompanying adoption of the preferred alternative. The Forest 
Service must publish such an estimate before proceeding with the rulemaking. 
 
National Forest System road construction costs are frequently covered by the Forest Service, even though their 
primary intended use is to facilitate timber harvest. A Tongass roads analysis prepared for the Forest Service in 
January 2003, found that, [ldquo]the availability of maintenance level 3, 4, and 5 roads (those open to 
passenger cars) in Southeast Alaska is sufficient to satisfy local demand for roaded recreation, 
 
subsistence, and community connectivity needs and demands in most districts.[rdquo]25 Even the Forest 
Service acknowledges the demand for new roads in the Tongass is driven by timber harvest needs.26 27 
 
Adding more miles to the road system in National Forests without devoting funds to pay for their maintenance 
will only increase that backlog and taxpayer liabilities. Any assessment of allowing timber harvest in roadless 
areas, which would require significant new road construction, must account for the maintenance and liability 
costs associated with new roads. 
 
Conclusion 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass National Forest in Southeast Alaska is the largest in the United States 
and is an important resource and natural place for the entire country. Tourism and fishing are the foundation of 



the region[rsquo]s economy, but money-losing timber sales and costly logging roads too often take priority in 
the Tongass. 
 
Tongass roadless areas provide other economic benefits for fish and wildlife. Tourism and commercial 
fisheries, make up approximately 25% of regional employment and are both directly dependent upon the 
protected roadless areas of the Tongass.28 In contrast, timber industry employment has fallen by 80% since 
the 1990s and currently represents less than one percent of regional employment.29 
 
TCS believes that exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule would result in adverse 
economic and associated environmental impacts. As discussed above, Tongass timber sales return a few 
pennies on each dollar expended. 
 
To protect the interests of taxpayers, Taxpayers for Common Sense urges the U.S. Forest Service to abandon 
its proposed repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule. Repealing the roadless rule in the context of a deeply flawed 
timber sale program would continue heavily subsidized timber sales and lock in taxpayer losses at a time of 
exploding national debt. 
 
24 DEIA, Appendix C, Table 3.4-6 
 
25 Tongass National Forest Forest-Level Roads Analysis, Prepared for Tongass National Forest Region 10 
USDA Forest Service, January 2003. 
 
26 See the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Analysis 
Project, page 331; or, the Draft EIS (DEIS) for the Central Tongass Project, page 360. 
 
27 U.S. Forest Service, DEIS for the Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas, page 3-142. 
 
28Southeast Conference, [ldquo]Southeast by the Numbers 2019,[rdquo] September 2019. 
 
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/FINAL%20Southeast%20by%20the%20Numbers%202019.pdf 
 
29 Southeast Conference, [ldquo]Southeast by the Numbers 2014,[rdquo] September 2014. 
 
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers%202014%20
FINAL.pdf 
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December 17, 2019 

 

Alaska Roadless Rule 

USDA Forest Service 

Alaska Region 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, Alaska 99802–1628 

 

RE: U.S. Forest Service Proposed Rule, “Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National 

Forest System Lands in Alaska” 

 

Dear Forest Service Rulemaking Team, 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment on the proposed rule, “Special Areas, Roadless 

Area Conservation: National Forest System Lands in Alaska” (RIN: 0596-AD37), published on October 

17, 2019. Taxpayers for Common Sense (TCS) is a national nonpartisan budget watchdog organization 

that has tracked government waste issues and the management of natural resources on federal lands for 

nearly 25 years. Given the long history of below-cost timber sales in the Tongass National Forest and the 

economics of timber harvest in inventoried roadless areas, TCS is concerned the proposal to exempt the 

Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule will cost American taxpayers tens of millions of dollars in 

increased timber subsidies. 

 

Instead of moving ahead with the preferred alternative in the proposed rulemaking, TCS urges the Forest 

Service to re-examine and reform its current administration of timber sales in the Tongass. 

Implementation of such reforms would enable the development of a rule that better aligns the Forest 

Service’s management priorities for the forest with the needs of the local and indigenous communities 

and the agency’s responsibility to federal taxpayers. 

 

Roadless Rule Background 
 

The U.S. Forest Service manages 193 million acres of public forests and grasslands collectively known as 

the National Forest System. The Tongass National Forest (Tongass) in Southeast Alaska is the nation’s 

largest at 16.7 million acres, roughly the size of West Virginia. Every year, the Forest Service prepares 

and conducts sales for the rights to harvest millions of board feet of timber from the Tongass. Since 2011, 

when the U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska reinstated the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation 

Rule for the Tongass, the Forest Service has been precluded from conducting sales for commercial timber 

harvest inside the forest’s inventoried roadless areas. The current rulemaking promulgated by the Forest 

Service seeks to remove the protections of the 2001 Roadless Rule’s from the Tongass. 

 

As stated in the proposed rule and accompanying materials, the Forest Service’s Alaska Roadless Rule 

preferred alternative would fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the protection provided by the 

Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule).1 Adopted by the Forest Service nearly two decades 

ago, the Roadless Rule generally prohibits road construction and commercial logging within national 

forest inventoried roadless areas, including 9.2 million acres in the Tongass National Forest.2 A full 

 
1 U.S. Department of Agriculture, Proposed Rule, “Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National Forest System Lands in Alaska,” October 
17 2019. 84 FR 55522 
2 U.S. Department of Agriculture, “Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Questions and Answers,” April 2019. 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf
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exemption for the Tongass would have major adverse economic impacts nationally and regionally, while 

providing few if any benefits. 

 

While developing the current proposed rule, the Forest Service put together five separate alternatives for 

altering the 2001 Roadless Rule, in addition to a no action alternative maintaining the status quo. The first 

four of these alternatives would withdraw areas from the current roadless acreage to varying extents and 

create new categories for managing the remaining roadless areas with fewer or greater restrictions than 

the current Roadless Rule. The last, Alternative 6, fully exempts the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and 

is the Forest Service’s preferred option. 

 

The Forest Service developed and describes each of the alternatives under consideration in the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) accompanying the rule as opening new areas of the Tongass to 

timber harvest and roadbuilding to varying degrees. From the Forest Service’s published materials, it’s 

clear the intent of the rule is to provide for increased timber harvest in the Tongass. As these materials 

indicate, the rule would not materially impact the ability to carry out energy, mining, communications, 

and infrastructure projects throughout the forest: 

 

Exploration, mining, and mineral processing activities, including road construction and 

reconstruction, are presently allowed in [Inventoried Roadless Areas] and would continue to be 

allowed under all alternatives… 

 

None of the alternatives are expected to substantially affect the development of energy projects or 

related infrastructure. (DEIS, page 3-51) 

 

Fully exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule solely or primarily for the purpose of expanding 

timber sales is particularly unjustified and fiscally reckless given the Forest Service’s long history of 

losing millions of taxpayer dollars on these sales. Below cost timber sales effectively subsidize the timber 

industry over other economic interests in the region. 

 

Below-Cost Timber Sales in the Tongass 
 

The Forest Service has and continues to administer timber sales in the Tongass that generate net losses for 

the agency. The problem has been rampant for decades, as the costs to administer the federal timber sales 

program regularly exceed receipts.   

 

Since the 1980s, the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) has criticized the Forest Service for 

preparing and conducting these “below-cost” timber sales in the Tongass. In its first report on the timber 

program, the GAO documented that the problem was widespread and identified 433 out of 1,630 sales in 

four Forest Service regions in fiscal year (FY) 1981 that had been sold for a collective loss of $64 million. 

Similarly, the report found that 42 percent of sales conducted in regions 1, 2, 4, and 6 in FY1982 had 

been below-cost and generated $92.8 million in total losses.3 

 

In 1988, the GAO reported that the Forest Service’s timber sales program in the Tongass alone had lost a 

total of $22.1 million in FY1986, equivalent to roughly $51.5 million today.4 Over several years in the 

1990s, the GAO returned to the subject and audited the Forest Service’s timber program accounts for the 

 
3 General Accounting Office, RCED-84-96, “Congress Needs Better Information on Forest Service's Below-Cost Timber Sales,” June 28 1984. 
Regions 1,2,4 and 6 include every state from Kansas north to North Dakota and west to Washington, excluding California. 
4 General Accounting Office, RCED-88-54, “TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST: Timber Provision of the Alaska Lands Act Needs Clarification,” April 11 
1988. 
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Tongass and other forests.5 According to budget data published by the agency, the Forest Service’s timber 

program lost $210 million from FY1992 to FY1997, in today’s dollars, or roughly $35 million per year. 

Even after allowing for the Forest Service’s industry-friendly accounting practice of accepting road 

credits instead of cash for timber,6 which Congress rightly ended in FY1999, the Tongass timber program 

still lost more than $11 million per year on average over those six years. 

 
Recent Estimates of Timber Sale Losses 
 

In 2016, the GAO reported that from FY2005 to FY2014, the Forest Service expended an average of 

$12.5 million annually for timber-related activities in the Tongass and received only $1.1 million on 

average in receipts from timber harvest, resulting in an average net loss of roughly $11.4 million per 

year.7 The GAO noted that those totals did not take into account the millions of dollars the Forest Service 

spends annually to build and maintain roads in the Tongass National Forest. However, these roads are an 

important part of the timber sale program costs. The Forest Service has acknowledged that the majority of 

roads in the Tongass were built for timber harvest purposes.8 The bottom line is road expenses are timber 

expenses. 

 

Using the GAO’s 2016 methodology, but including road expenses, TCS recently published a report 

reviewing the Tongass timber program’s finances over the 20-year period from FY1999 to FY2018.9 The 

report concluded that the Forest Service lost $600 million through its Tongass timber program over those 

20 years, after adjusting for inflation, or roughly $30 million per year. 

 

In the TCS analysis, six budget line items were included as outlays associated with timber sales. These six 

budget accounts fund three types of Forest Service activity: timber sale preparation, reforestation, and 

road building. Other expenses that are necessary for timber sales but primarily serve other Forest Service 

missions, such as forest inventory and monitoring activities, were not included.  

 

It is worth noting that the choice of methodology for calculating Forest Service expenses is almost 

rendered moot by the paltry revenues generated by the Tongass timber program. Over the last 20 years, 

the Forest Service collected just $33.8 million, in 2018 dollars, or $1.7 million per year on average. That 

level of revenue is insufficient to cover one-tenth of the agency’s Forest Products budget account alone. 

The Tongass timber program is a money-loser by any measure. 

 

Using our conservative methodology to analyze budget data available for 26 of the last 33 years, we 

conclude that the Tongass timber sales have cost taxpayers more than $850 million dollars during 

this period. 

 

These losses are not unpredictable. They occur year after year, sale after sale with little to no exception. 

Fundamentally, the system is flawed. Systemic problems coupled with a legislative mandate for sales to 

appraise positive have ensured federal taxpayers lose on timber sales. Overwhelmingly, the Forest Service 

program prioritizes the logging industry and its interests over that of federal taxpayers. Without reform, 

the program will undoubtably continue to tally financial losses.  

 

 
5 GAO, RCED-95-237FS; GAO, RCED-96-122R; GAO, RCED-99-24; GAO, RCED-99-174 
6 The Purchaser Credit Program allowed timber harvesters to accrue credits equal to their costs for building some timber access roads and then 
pay the Forest Service for the timber with those credits. For more information, see Congressional Research Service report 97-706, “Forest 
Roads: Construction and Financing,” July 16, 1997. The program was ended through P.L. 105-277 §329 
7 GAO, “TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST: Forest Service's Actions Related to Its Planned Timber Program Transition,” April 2016. 
8 U.S. Forest Service, “Final Environmental Impact Statement: Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan.” June 2016. Appendix C, pg. C-4 
9 Taxpayers for Common Sense, “Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the Tongass.” October 2019. 
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-timber/ 

https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-timber/
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The Proposed Rule’s Effect on Timber Sales 
 

Despite its focus on timber development, the Forest Service asserts the rule would not significantly 

change timber harvest levels in the Tongass.10 The basis for this claim is that the target for timber sales of 

46 million board feet (MMBF) per year set in the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan would not 

change under the rule.11 This is misleading. Targets are not reality. Over the last five fiscal years, FY2015 

– FY2019, the Forest Service sold 16.3 MMBF on average, or approximately one third of the target. In 

FY2018, it sold just 9.2 MMBF. Last year, the Forest Service sold 5.4 MMBF, the second lowest fiscal 

year total in the last 30 years.12 

 

If implementation of the proposed rule results in timber sales at the target levels specified in the 2016 

forest plan, it would represent a significant increase from current practice. The Forest Service’s claim that 

the proposed rule would not increase agency costs because it would not increase timber harvest levels is 

unfounded. The Forest Service must develop a more comprehensive estimate of anticipated agency 

costs and losses from below-cost timber sales before any alternative is selected and a final rule is 

promulgated. 

 

The decrease in timber sales in recent years is due to low commercial interest. In FY2018, the Forest 

Service offered 23.6 MMBF of timber through three sales that did not receive a single bid.13 The inability 

of the agency to find a purchaser for this timber after spending millions of dollars to prepare and analyze 

the three sales represents an enormous waste of taxpayer resources. 

 

After devoting considerable resources preparing timber sales, the Forest Service is often compelled to 

subsidize sales because of statutory requirements enacted by Congress. In the Department of the Interior 

and Related Agencies Appropriations Act for FY1998, Congress stipulated that the Forest Service could 

not offer any timber sale in Region 10 (Alaska) including Western red cedar unless it used local sales 

values and manufacturing costs.14 The provision has remained in various forms in the annual Interior 

appropriations act ever since. The FY2000 appropriations act mandated that no timber sale in Region 10 

could be advertised if indicated rates were deficit as determined through a “transaction evidence appraisal 

system.”15 By the FY2003 act,16 this had become the “residual value” appraisal system, as it is known 

today. 

 

The residual value appraisal approach assigns value to timber by first calculating its Selling Value, then 

subtracting all expected production costs and a profit and risk margin. Production costs are the sum of all 

manufacturing, logging, log transporting, and road costs.17 If the indicated advertised rate – the selling 

value minus the production costs and the 15 percent profit and risk margin – is negative, the Forest 

Service is prohibited from advertising the sale.18 In recent years, many of the timber sales prepared by the 

Forest Service have had a deficit appraisal.19 

 

 
10 84 FR 5525, October 17, 2019. 
11 U.S. Forest Service, “Alaska Roadless Rulemaking: Regulatory Impact Assessment and Cost-Benefit Assessment.” Page 31. 
12 U.S. Forest Service, “Forest Products Cut and Sold from the National Forests and Grasslands.” Region 10. 
https://www.fs.fed.us/forestmanagement/products/cut-sold/index.shtml 
13 Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-32. 
14 P.L. 105-83 §347 
15 P.L. 106-113, Div. B, Appendix C, §333 
16 P.L. 108-7 §318 
17 Forest Service Handbook, Alaska Region, Timber Appraisal Handbook, Chapter 10 – Residual Value Appraisals. Supplement 2409-22. 
December 11 2018. 
18 The calculated “Timber Property Value” – or the increase in timber value from processing - can be added to the calculation in certain 
circumstances to potentially eliminate the deficit. 
19 The Forest Service often notes it is hard to create timber sales that are economical in the Tongass, see the Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-32 

https://www.fs.fed.us/forestmanagement/products/cut-sold/index.shtml
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Instead of abandoning these projects, the Forest Service often attempts to make these sales appraise 

positive. It does this by waiting for timber prices to increase, thus increasing the Selling Value in the 

formula, or by reducing the would-be purchaser’s production costs. The Forest Service reduces harvester 

costs primarily by building roads. For example, after failing to attract any bids for the 2008 Kuiu sale, the 

Forest Service spent more than $3 million constructing, reconstructing, and reconditioning 88 miles of 

roads in the sale area.20 A revised Kuiu sale was subsequently re-offered in both 2016 and 2018 and still 

failed to attract a bid. 

 

The timber sale process in the Tongass is fundamentally skewed to protect the interest and profits of 

logging companies, with little or no regard for the cost to taxpayers. This is why the Forest Service loses 

$30 million per year on Tongass timber sales. Repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule would make the problem 

worse. 

 

As the materials accompanying the proposed rule state, timber harvest in most roadless areas would 

require more road construction, on average.21 To make timber sales more economical for logging 

companies to meet annual statutory requirements, the Forest Service will likely end up covering more 

roadbuilding costs. 

 

In 2017, the Forest Service began developing alternatives for the Prince of Wales Landscape Level 

Analysis project, which ultimately provided for the sale of 656 MMBF over 15 years. In developing this 

project, the Forest Service considered one alternative that would have allowed the sale and harvest of 

timber in current roadless areas. Through a Freedom of Information Act request, TCS received one of the 

agency’s initial cost analyses for the alternative. Even under the assumption that constructing a mile of 

new road would cost the same in a roadless area as in a roaded area, the Forest Service found that 

roadbuilding in roadless areas would be more than twice as expensive per board foot of timber. 

 

We expect the same to be true of roadbuilding in all roadless areas. Because many of these costs would 

necessarily be covered by the Forest Service to make sales economical, the proposed rule would likely 

result in significantly greater financial losses to the U.S. Treasury and American taxpayers.  

 

Road Costs and the Maintenance Backlog 
 

The fiscal impact of increased timber sales in roadless areas becomes even more urgent when considered 

in the larger budget context. According to Forest Service, the agency faces an overall deferred 

maintenance backlog of more than $5.2 billion but has an annual budget of less than $450 million for all 

maintenance and infrastructure needs.22 

 

Already, the Forest Service cannot adequately maintain the existing 370,000 miles of roads in the 

National Forest System. The deferred maintenance backlog for these roads is currently around $3.2 

billion.23 The deferred maintenance backlog for roads in Alaska alone is $68 million. New timber sales in 

roadless areas would increase the mileage of roads that must be maintained, further exacerbating Forest 

Service budget strain. 

 

 
20 Complaint in the U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska. Case 1:18-cv-00005-HRH, May 16 2018. 
https://earthjustice.org/sites/default/files/files/Timber%20Sale%20Complaint.pdf 
21 Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS, page 3-144 
22 US Forest Service, “Reducing our deferred maintenance backlog,” April 2019. https://www.fs.fed.us/inside-fs/leadership/reducing-our-
deferred-maintenance-backlog 
23 Lenise Lago, Associate Chief, USDA-Forest Service, testimony before the Senate Committee on Energy & Natural Resources. June 18 2019. 
https://www.energy.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve?File_id=9D5D526C-2337-4002-9072-285BE733E072 

https://earthjustice.org/sites/default/files/files/Timber%20Sale%20Complaint.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/inside-fs/leadership/reducing-our-deferred-maintenance-backlog
https://www.fs.fed.us/inside-fs/leadership/reducing-our-deferred-maintenance-backlog
https://www.energy.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve?File_id=9D5D526C-2337-4002-9072-285BE733E072
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The Forest Service states that adoption of Alternative 4 or 5 would lead to 17 and 19 percent increases to 

total road miles in the Tongass respectively over the next 100 years.24 However, the Forest Service’s does 

not present the total anticipated roadbuilding accompanying adoption of the preferred alternative. The 

Forest Service must publish such an estimate before proceeding with the rulemaking. 

 

National Forest System road construction costs are frequently covered by the Forest Service, even though 

their primary intended use is to facilitate timber harvest. A Tongass roads analysis prepared for the Forest 

Service in January 2003, found that, “the availability of maintenance level 3, 4, and 5 roads (those open to 

passenger cars) in Southeast Alaska is sufficient to satisfy local demand for roaded recreation, 

subsistence, and community connectivity needs and demands in most districts.”25 Even the Forest Service 

acknowledges the demand for new roads in the Tongass is driven by timber harvest needs.26 27 

 

Adding more miles to the road system in National Forests without devoting funds to pay for their 

maintenance will only increase that backlog and taxpayer liabilities. Any assessment of allowing timber 

harvest in roadless areas, which would require significant new road construction, must account for the 

maintenance and liability costs associated with new roads. 

 

Conclusion 
 

At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass National Forest in Southeast Alaska is the largest in the United 

States and is an important resource and natural place for the entire country. Tourism and fishing are the 

foundation of the region’s economy, but money-losing timber sales and costly logging roads too often 

take priority in the Tongass. 

 

Tongass roadless areas provide other economic benefits for fish and wildlife. Tourism and commercial 

fisheries, make up approximately 25% of regional employment and are both directly dependent upon the 

protected roadless areas of the Tongass.28 In contrast, timber industry employment has fallen by 80% 

since the 1990s and currently represents less than one percent of regional employment.29   

 

TCS believes that exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule would result in adverse 

economic and associated environmental impacts. As discussed above, Tongass timber sales return a few 

pennies on each dollar expended.  

 

To protect the interests of taxpayers, Taxpayers for Common Sense urges the U.S. Forest Service to 

abandon its proposed repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule. Repealing the roadless rule in the context of a 

deeply flawed timber sale program would continue heavily subsidized timber sales and lock in taxpayer 

losses at a time of exploding national debt. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
24 DEIA, Appendix C, Table 3.4-6 
25 Tongass National Forest Forest-Level Roads Analysis, Prepared for Tongass National Forest Region 10 USDA   Forest Service, January 2003. 
26 See the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Analysis Project, page 331; or, the Draft EIS 
(DEIS) for the Central Tongass Project, page 360. 
27 U.S. Forest Service, DEIS for the Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas, page 3-142. 
28Southeast Conference, “Southeast by the Numbers 2019,” September 2019.  
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/FINAL%20Southeast%20by%20the%20Numbers%202019.pdf 
29 Southeast Conference, “Southeast by the Numbers 2014,” September 2014.  
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers%202014%20FINAL.pdf 

http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/FINAL%20Southeast%20by%20the%20Numbers%202019.pdf
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers%202014%20FINAL.pdf


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MARIO 
Last name: MARALDO 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is MARIO MARALDO and I live in Harrison Charter Township, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, MARIO MARALDO 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: mario 
Last name: maraldo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, mario maraldo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Marallo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrew Marallo and I live in Ulster Park, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrew Marallo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Marancik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Marancik and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
PLease stop this. There is no good reason, other than profit and greed. We know old growth forests are a rare, 
endangered and precious part of our diminishing natural world. Do not allow this destruction. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, David Marancik 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erica 
Last name: Maranowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erica Maranowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erica 
Last name: Maranowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Erica Maranowski and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Erica Maranowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Marantz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jamie Marantz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Summer 
Last name: Marasco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Summer Marasco and I live in Lynnwood, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Summer Marasco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: virginia 
Last name: Maravilla 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Virginia Maravilla and I live in Huntley, Illinois. 
The future of our planet is up to you! 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, virginia Maravilla 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 8:42:27 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Marban 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holly Marban and I live in Sitka, AK. I moved to Sitka in 2010 and have now been in Sitka for 
almost a decade. I rely on the forest for food, as my family hunts and forages for food as part of a subsistence 
lifestyle. I also value the forest as a place that allows for adventure, quiet, reprieve, clean air, and exercise. I 
rely on the trees to keep our air clean, and their presence is becoming increasingly more important as we face 
the climate crisis in our country. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass 
as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will destroy the 
land that we call home, and it will decimate the wildlife that is so vital to this area. Further, it discounts the 
voices of so many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative.. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
Please hear our voices and take a stand for a no action alternative to the Roadless Rule.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Marburger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Marburger and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Craig Marburger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:57:08 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Marcantel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barbara Marcantel 
Belvidere, IL 61008 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Marceau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Marceau and I live in Montecito, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Marceau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorretta 
Last name: Marcel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorretta Marcel and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorretta Marcel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurinda 
Last name: Marcello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue & USDA Forest Service, 
 
 
 
After attending the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking meeting held during November in Sitka, I urge you to retain 
Alternative 1 - No Action. 
 
 
 
There are two main areas of concern with the other Alternatives (and Alternatives 3, 4, 5, and 6 in particular): 
 
 
 
1. My education and prior work experience in biology & fisheries science leads me to the conclusion that 
ecosystem and fisheries impacts would be significantly more adverse than stated in the Draft EIS for 
Alternatives 3, 4, 5, and 6. The table 2-11 "Comparison of Alternatives" claims that there would be "neutral/no 
effect" to fisheries under any of the alternatives. It additionally states that alternatives 2-6 would be "similar to 
alternative 1" with regards to protection of terrestrial and aquatic wildlife habitat and ecosystem diversity. 
Simply put, given that Alternative 3 removes over a million acres of roadless area and Alternative 6 removes all 
roadless acreage, these Alternatives represent substantial changes from the status quo. 
 
 
 
The five Pacific Salmon species in Southeast Alaska rely on quality spawning grounds and juvenile habitat for a 
successful fishery. When habitat concerns area dismissed and development is allowed near riparian areas, 
salmon mortality increases. Soil disturbances can cause excess turbidity of stream water leading to increasing 
temperatures and decreasing dissolved oxygen levels. 
 
 
 
Salmon aren't the only species reliant on a healthy ecosystem. Brown bears can be affected both by the health 
of salmon runs and also by terrestrial habitat disruption. Brown bears have been shown to alter their home 
range & migration patterns in response to habitat fragmentation including logging roads, clear-cuts, and 
second-growth forests. Increasing development will have a direct negative effect on brown bear cub survival to 
adulthood. 
 
 
 
2. The potential for increased economic output from timber sales must be weighed against economic costs in 
the fishing and recreation or visitor industries. 
 
 
 
The Sitka Pulp Mill was still in operation during my childhood. In those days safely navigating a boat was not 
always possible. The Pulp Mill rafted logs to its Silver Bay facility. Inevitably, some of those logs would escape 
the rafts and bob up and down standing on end in the water. One summer, our sport fishing boat lost two 
propellers to log-caused damage and in another summer a log hit forced us to patch the boat's fiberglass hull. 
My family was not alone in experiencing conflict between logging & boat travel. If there is a return to larger-
scale logging as a result of timber sales, what impact will that have on marine traffic? We have an incredible 
number of vessels using our waterways including charter, commercial, sport, and subsistence boats, Alaska 
Marine Highway vessels, day tour operators, and the cruise ship industry. 
 
 



 
In Sitka some of the biggest contributors to our economy are fishing, fish processing, and the visitor industry. 
Timber jobs are a small portion of all jobs available throughout the region. What costs does aiding the timber 
industry impose on the more commercially important tourism & fishing sectors? 
 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration of retaining Alternative 1 - No Action. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Laurinda Marcello 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Noel 
Last name: March 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No to changing the roadless rule in the Tongass 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
Because I work as a nurse helping women and children, I cannot stand by and allow heedless destruction of a 
vital ecosystem. An ecosystem that sustains and nurtures vast numbers of creatures by remaining mostly 
intact. As a tax payer of the United States I say NO! No to changing the roadless rule. 
 
Noel Wier BSN RN CLC 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: March 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert March and I live in Warren, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert March 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: March 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Marchand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Marchand and I live in Gibsonia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Marchand 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Marchand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Megan Marchand 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randy 
Last name: Marchand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randy Marchand and I live in Sanford, Florida. 
 
 
Please stop this practice. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Randy Marchand 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Marchani 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anthony Marchani and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anthony Marchani 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Marchbanks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Marchbanks and I live in Clarkdale, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Marchbanks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Marchbanks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I agree with option 6. We can surely manage our land better than anyone else. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Marchesani 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Marchese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Marchese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Marchese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Marchese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Marchese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1309 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Marchetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Marchetti and I live in Old Saybrook, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Marchetti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Marchica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dont log Alaska and stop trying to add roads. This is an ecological disaster if allowed to happen. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stacey 
Last name: Marchig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stacey Marchig and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stacey Marchig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: luann 
Last name: marchillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is luann marchillo and I live in Glendora, California. 
 
 
please stop destroying our beautiful planet! it belongs to  all of us! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, luann marchillo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Marchlen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Marchlen and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Marchlen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Marchman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Marchman and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Marchman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kori 
Last name: Marchowsky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
294.51(a)(2) should be struck from the roadless rule. The Forest Service states in the Federal Register that, for 
the Chugach National Forest, "new administrative provisions for correcting and modifying inventoried roadless 
area boundaries would be applied to the Chugach National Forest to allow for limited adjustments to remedy 
clerical errors, improvements in mapping technology, conformance to statutory changes, or incorporation of 
changes due to land adjustments." All of these items are included in 294.51(a)(1). In contrast to 294.51(a)(1), 
294.51(a)(2) is broad and vague and would essentially allow the Regional Forester to modify the classification 
or boundaries of an IRA on the Chugach for any "administrative" reason other than those stated in 294.51(a)(1) 
so long as there is a 45-day period for public notice/comment but does not provide any information on what 
those reasons might be. This "out" could essentially undermine the Roadless Rule anywhere on the Chugach 
NF, for any reason the Regional Forester sees fit, with only a 45-day public notice/comment period. 
294.51(a)(1) is adequate to address any legitimate reason to modify roadless area boundaries for 
administrative reasons. If 294.51(a)(2) is to remain in the roadless rule, it should state, as in 294.51(a)(1), that 
"Modifications are limited to adjustments that remedy clerical errors, typographical errors, mapping errors, 
improvements in mapping technology, conformance to statutory or regulatory changes, or incorporation of 
changes due to land exchanges." This would make it clear that the Regional Forester does not have carte 
blanche discretion to proposed modifications to roadless rule boundaries for reasons other than those explicitly 
stated. 
 
 
 
The State petitioned for a state-specific rule that would change how the Tongass NF was managed in terms of 
Roadless. The public was informed, over and over, that this rule would only materially affect management of 
the Tongass NF, not the Chugach. In order to remain consistent with that message, and the analysis in the EIS, 
the Forest Service should remove or modify 294.51(a)(2) as stated above. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kori 
Last name: Marchowsky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6036 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 11:08:20 PM 
First name: Marla 
Last name: Marcianelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marla Marcianelli and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
This area is home to innumerable species of flora and fauna and deserves to be protected 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharman 
Last name: Marciano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharman Marciano and I live in Peachtree City, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharman Marciano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Marciniak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The temporary economic boost that some industries will experience will be far outweighed by the long term loss 
that we will all experience. I want my children and their children to be able to experience some of the wonders 
of the world, and I'd want them to know that we tried to save those places for them instead of throwing it all 
away for a bottom line. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joe 
Last name: marcinkowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is joe marcinkowski and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, joe marcinkowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Marco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Marco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chicere 
Last name: Marcocio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chicere 
Last name: Marcocio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1337 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chicere 
Last name: Marcocio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chicere 
Last name: Marcocio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chicere 
Last name: Marcocio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Marcolina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melissa Marcolina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Marconi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cynthia Marconi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicholas 
Last name: Marconi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nicholas Marconi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Garrett 
Last name: Marcotte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Garrett Marcotte 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Marcotte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randal 
Last name: Marcoux 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randal Marcoux and I live in Jefferson, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Randal Marcoux 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Marcus and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
Please save all your and our great grandchildren from this nightmare.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hayley 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hayley Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jack Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JackDavid 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, JackDavid Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
You are relying on junk science to open up this land. I vote no to building roads through our natural resources. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jo 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jo Marcus and I live in Lindenhurst, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jo Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 1:55:32 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a citizen of Gustavus, Alaska, a remote town of 450 people in southeast Alaska, and I ask the Department 
of Agriculture to maintain all Roadless Rule protections in the Tongass National Forest. Our town lies just a few 
miles from the Tongass National Forest, and nearly every single resident relies on the Tongass for subsistence 
purposes. For example, my husband and I eat no commercial meat or fish. All of our protein we obtain through 
hunting and fishing, almost entirely in the forests and salmon streams of northern Chichagof Island - part of the 
Tongass National Forest. Along with nearly every other Gustavian, I am terrified about the "preferred option" 
currently under review: a complete rollback of Roadless protections in the Tongass. The places nearby in the 
Tongess where roads DO exist have been brutally logged, usually in operations that make no money and are 
subsidized by the state. Not only do those roads destroy the priceless salmon and deer habitat upon which we 
depend, but they make access easier for city-dwellers who come for recreational hunting that further diminishes 
local natural resources. People who choose to live in the remote communities of Southeast Alaska are 
choosing to live on the Last Frontier, participating in a lifeway handed down by our parents and grandparents 
who homesteaded across the country. The skills we pass on to our children - including backwoods hunting and 
fishing - are a part of our American heritage that is rapidly declining with increased urbanization. And, this is a 
lifeway that teaches our children the self-reliance and can-do spirit that makes America great. Resourcefulness 
in the wilderness and ability to live off the land is a huge part of that. Southeast Alaska can offer that 
opportunity in a way few other places can. Please do NOT let our homeland become another burned-over 
district, another place logged to death, another part of our horrible sprawl. Please keep the Roadless Rule 
protections in the Tongass. Please help us maintain our way of life for ourselves and our children. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Mr. Tu and Purdue, T. Roosevelt said, "It is incumbent on us here today to so act throughout our lives as 
to leave our children a heritage for which we will receive their blessings, and not their curses." Also please think 
of the bears, wolves, eagles, and FIVE species of salmon that live in the Tongass. Do not strip the roadless 
protections. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martin Marcus and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Martin Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marvin 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marvin Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mel 
Last name: Marcus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mel Marcus and I live in Long Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mel Marcus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Marcussen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Mardesich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Mardesich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Mardesich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Mardesich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joseph 
Last name: marechal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is joseph marechal and I live in Hueytown, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, joseph marechal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Slawomir 
Last name: Marecik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Slawomir Marecik 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Mareel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Mareel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Corinne 
Last name: Marek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Corinne Marek and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Corinne Marek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katie 
Last name: Marema 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelsey 
Last name: Maren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kelsey Maren 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: carli 
Last name: Mareneck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is carli Mareneck and I live in Gap Mills, West Virginia. 
 
When will the people supposedly profiting from the destruction of our planet realize the cost to their own loved 
ones, children, grandchildren. None can live without clean air or water. Wake up! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, carli Mareneck 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Marentette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maia 
Last name: Mares 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maia Mares and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I lived in Sitka, Alaska for three years, until this past summer, and during that time, I spent 9 months working for 
the Forest Service on the Tongass. I learned firsthand the incredible local and global value of an intact 
Tongass, and the importance of the Roadless Rule to protecting this unique and beloved place. I strongly 
support the sovereignty of Tlingit and Haida peoples, whose advocacy for the Roadless Rule should be listened 
to as the original and enduring stewards of these lands now called the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
These lands are of spiritual, cultural, ecological, economic, and climatic importance, and must be protected. 
The Roadless Rule is only a small part of that protection, but a crucial one nonetheless, and should be kept in 
effect on the Tongass. I wholeheartedly support a No Action alternative. As a former Forest Service employee, 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the many tribal governments and Tlingit and Haida individuals who are 
advocating passionately for the Roadless Rule to remain in effect. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities 
that the forest supports its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its wild salmon 
populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the 
recreational opportunities it provides, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. A full 
exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the 
countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas 
for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, 
mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 



 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Maresca 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vern 
Last name: Maresh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vern Maresh and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vern Maresh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daly 
Last name: Margaret 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daly Margaret and I live in Windham, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daly Margaret 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Marge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debra Marge and I live in Shamokin, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Stop destroying our forest , our lands , our air &amp;amp; our Planet ! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debra Marge 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Margerum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Margerum and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
We must maintain our forests for the health of the planet. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Margerum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Margolis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Margolis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Margolis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karin Margolis and I live in Minnetonka, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karin Margolis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:50:11 PM 
First name: Laurence 
Last name: Margolis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laurence Margolis 
Minnetonka, MN 55345 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurence 
Last name: Margolis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurence Margolis and I live in Minnetonka, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurence Margolis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Margolis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Margolis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Yasuko 
Last name: Margolis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Yasuko Margolis and I live in Delran, New Jersey. 
 
I urge the Forest Services to uphold its highest mission, I.e. protecting the National forests, ahead and above 
private sectors profit making. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Yasuko Margolis 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ms. 
Last name: Margos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ms. Margos and I live in Cedar Park, Texas. 
 
 
No one should be promoting outdated energy sources like this. The EPA needs to be strengthened, not 
WEAKENED. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ms. Margos 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Margowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Margowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Margowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Margowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elise 
Last name: Margulis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elise Margulis and I live in Livingston, New Jersey. 
 
 
Please create tougher protection from these dangerous chemicals! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elise Margulis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Margulis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Margulis and I live in Santa Clarita, California. 
 
We cannot allow logging in the Tongass National Forest. This land should be protected and preserved, not 
exploited for corporate profits. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael Margulis 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Margulis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Margulis and I live in Santa Clarita, California. 
 
 
We cannot allow logging in the Tongass National Forest. This land should be protected and preserved, not 
exploited for corporate profits. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Margulis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brigham 
Last name: Mariah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brigham 
Last name: Mariah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brigham 
Last name: Mariah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1398 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brigham 
Last name: Mariah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brigham 
Last name: Mariah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mariam 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC193 
 
Please don't cut our forests down. When you cut down the trees you don't understand what your doing to the 
people. 
 
Please think about what I said. 
 
-Mariam [Text circled] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JoAnn 
Last name: Mariano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JoAnn Mariano and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JoAnn Mariano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/1/2019 9:42:02 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: marianroh8@gmail.com 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass is priceless, keep it roadless for wildlife 
 
We have to stop being so greedy. We USED TO THINK we could NEVER cut down all the trees, or catch all 
the fish, or pollute all the water. Clearly, we underestimated ourselves. We need to start thinking of ourselves 
as stewards for the next generations. Do you want your great-grandchildren to have air to breathe, and water to 
drink, and animals as brothers? The Trump administration must not lift protections on 9.2 million acres of the 
pristine Tongass National Forest and allow roads and destructive commercial logging. This is wrong. 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule instead of the sweeping 
changes the administration is promoting that would completely remove the Tongass National Forest from 
roadless protections. 
 
The proposed rule's claim that exempting the entire Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule will have 
only minimal environmental effect is simply not justified by the record, and an overwhelming majority of public 
and stakeholder input favored either maintaining roadless areas or making small modifications. The course 
chosen by the administration ignores the public, fails to find balance, and threatens the crown jewel of the 
National Forest System. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the "no-action" alternative. 
 
Thank you, 
Marian Roh 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zeljko 
Last name: Maric 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3739 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Zeljko Maric 
 
Galloway, NJ 08205 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Doreea 
Last name: Marico 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC713 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jadesong 
Last name: Maridas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jadesong Maridas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marie 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking (Docket ID FS-2018-0059) 
 
Dear US Forest Service, 
 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I'm writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections intact for the 
Tongass National Forest. Old-growth forests like the Tongass are powerful tools for fighting climate change -- 
they store carbon, protect wildlife, and support local communities that rely on tourism and recreation. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Forests also help clean our air and save groundwater. They are an investment in the future as they help protect 
our health now. Please to NOT devastate these precious lands. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Marie Curtis 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Marie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Marie and I live in Trafford, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann Marie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Marie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Marie and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
North Carolina has a huge coal ash problem! Please continue to protect Americans from toxic coal ash! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Catherine Marie 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Marie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Marie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Marie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita Marie and I live in Madison, Wisconsin. 
 
 
It doesn't need anything but being taken care of. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rita Marie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Marin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeffrey Marin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Marinakis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marie Marinakis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roberta 
Last name: Marine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roberta Marine and I live in Lansing, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roberta Marine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Marineau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Marineau and I live in Bristol, Connecticut. 
 
 
It is time to start saving our environment instead of destroying it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Marineau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dean 
Last name: Marinelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dean Marinelli and I live in East Stroudsburg, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dean Marinelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Marinelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Marinelli and I live in Lutherville-timonium, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura Marinelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Marinelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Philip Marinelli and I live in Huntington, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Philip Marinelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Marinier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Marinier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Marino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Marino and I live in Cary, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy Marino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Marino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie Marino and I live in Norwich, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leslie Marino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Marino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Marino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vicki 
Last name: Marino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Vicki Marino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Marion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Marion and I live in Wall Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolyn Marion 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Marion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Marion and I live in Wall Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolyn Marion 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Marion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I support the NO ACTION Alternative Tongass N.F Roadless Rule proposal. 
 
As a Tongass N.F. resident in the 1980s I can attest that there is little in this life more heartbreaking than 
watching an old growth forest being razed for short-term gain. "...forest management, economic development 
opportunities, and the exercise of valid existing rights or other non-discretionary legal authorities" are poor 
excuses for the horrible action you propose, and a thin veil for the rapacious motive of short-sighted 
enrichment. Surely there is enough merchantable timber in the 99% of forests already logged in the United 
States to satisfy the current United States' market needs. The thought of cutting roads through this American 
treasure to enrich other countries makes me physically ill. 
 
Our government should be protecting our riches, not finding ways for private parties to take them. These 
forests are natural capital that belong to all the American people, not just the few who will profit from road 
access through them. 
 
Weigh government takings on your scale. 
 
As long as that value stands we will realize dividends from it, but there will always be those who will try to 
enrich themselves by taking our capital as their own. 
 
Understand that logging virgin forests consumes our natural capital, and once it is gone, it is gone forever. 
 
Weigh forever on your scales. 
 
The value of the remaining ancient forests - whole and intact - to countless people now and in the future far 
exceeds short-term gains in the pockets of a few. 
 
The best and only choice in the proposed alternatives is to TAKE NO ACTION. Only the NO ACTION 
ALTERNATIVE protects the forest so it will be there to protect again against the next era of heedless profiteers. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Denise Marion 
 
Oak Harbor, WA 98277 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Noah 
Last name: Marion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Noah Marion and I live in Bozeman, MT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I've never been to the Tongass, but I just like to know such a wild place still exists. It's important we maintain 
the Roadless Rule to protect wildlife, lands, waters, and our climate. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elka 
Last name: Marish 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elka Marish and I live in Cave Creek, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elka Marish 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ashley 
Last name: Marjanen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose the outright exemption of Alaska and the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. Of 
the full range of six proposed alternatives identified in the draft environmental impact statement that pertains to 
roadless management in Alaska, I particularly oppose Alternative 4, Alternative 5 and Alternative 6 (Alternative 
6 being that Alaska is fully exempt from the 2001 Roadless Rule). I believe that these mentioned Alternatives 
(Alternatives 4, 5 and 6) fail to represent the best interest of the majority of regional Alaskan communities, and 
also the regional temperate rainforest biome. On a greater scale, I also believe that those same alternatives 
and their associated repercussions of old-growth deforestation would likely have broader, global consequences 
given the magnitude and significance of the ecosystem services provided by this temperate rainforest. At the 
very least, I believe the current assessment criteria used to support and validate the proposition to exempt 
Alaska from the roadless rule (thus permitting and opening otherwise off-limits old growth forest to timber 
harvest), fails provide adequate data necessary to properly evaluate the global significance of the Tongass NF. 
Therefore, I believe that without broadening our scope to quantitative and qualitative assessment of the role in 
which the Tongass NF (particularly old growth forest) plays in the global systemic balance, it is short-sighted 
and irresponsible to open these public lands up to potentially detrimental activities such as timber harvest; the 
implications of such activity as substantial logging of old growth forest may likely be greater than so-called 
gains from short-term industry 'values' and preservation, and without further, more substantial evidence in favor 
of opening the Tongass NS to logging, I cannot support the exemption of Alaska from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Forest 
 
Please keep the National forest protected. 
 
Mark 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My whole extended family implores you to stay with Alternative 1 - TAKE NO ACTION TO CHANGE THE 
ROADLESS RULE protecting this priceless wilderness that belongs to ALL Americans, forever. 
 
Besides, research shows that similar logging on public lands often costs taxpayers far more than any revenue 
earned. 
 
Frankly, we are dismayed that this Administration is hellbent on destroying so many of America's magnificent 
wilderness areas and sacred Native sites for short-term corporate profit. The voters are watching your 
decisions carefully. 
 
Sincerely, Dana Mark, Kent Steinert and sons 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darian 
Last name: Mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darian Mark and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Darian Mark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Mark and I live in Kirkland, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Mark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: mindy 
Last name: mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule 
 
Please support the No Action alternative, continuing to safeguard the Tongass National Forest and all its 
inhabitants by preserving the Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you. Georgene Ranney 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peter Mark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Mark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steve Mark and I live in Rossmoor, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steve Mark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: markee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bob markee and I live in Ventura, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bob markee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Markel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Markel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Markel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Markel and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephen Markel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Markell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Markell and I live in Geyserville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Markell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Marker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Marker and I live in Corvallis, Oregon. 
 
Please do the right thing and continue to protect the Tongas National Forest from road building and clear 
cutting. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thomas Marker 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Markesteyn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marie Markesteyn and I live in Alcalde, New Mexico. 
 
 
This is extremely foolish and short sighted but consider the source. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marie Markesteyn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Markesteyn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marie Markesteyn and I live in Alcalde, New Mexico. 
 
 
This is extremely foolish and short sighted but consider the source. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marie Markesteyn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Creda 
Last name: Markham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Creda Markham and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Creda Markham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Markham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Markham and I live in Princeton, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Markham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Markillie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Markillie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Markillie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Markillie and I live in Grand Blanc, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Markillie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Markis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Markis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Markis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1351 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Markis 
Organization: Alaska Chapter American Fisheries Society 
Title: President 
Comments: 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 16, 2019Alaska Roadless RuleU.S. Department of AgricultureP.O. Box 21628Juneau, AK 99802-
1628  
 
 
 
Re: Docket Number FS-2019-0023; Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System 
Lands in Alaska 
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
On behalf of the members of the Alaska Chapter of the American Fisheries Society (Alaska-AFS), we 
respectfully submit these comments in response to the Proposed Rule and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) released by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) on October 17, 2019 to exempt the Tongass 
National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule ([ldquo]Roadless Rule[rdquo]).1 
 
The American Fisheries Society (AFS), founded in 1870, is the oldest and largest professional society of 
fisheries scientists. The Alaska-AFS was formed in 1971 and boasts 300 [ndash] 500 members annually. Our 
common mission is to improve the conservation and sustainability of fishery resources and aquatic ecosystems 
by advancing fisheries and aquatic science and promoting the development of fisheries professionals. In 
submitting these comments, Alaska-AFS seeks to ensure the best available science is considered throughout 
the rulemaking process. 
 
The proposed Alaska Roadless Rule would exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule and thereby remove that rule[rsquo]s prohibitions against road construction and timber 
cutting on all of the 9.2 million acres of inventoried roadless areas in the Tongass. Given the shift in policy of 
the proposed rule and the length and complexity of the DEIS, a 60 day comment period is insufficient to ensure 
that fisheries and aquatic scientists have the opportunity to provide meaningful input. Because of this potential, 
we request that USDA provide a minimum of 90 days (180 days) for review of the proposed rule. 
 
In the limited time available for review of the proposed rule and DEIS, we find it fails to meet basic standards of 
scientific rigor. The assumption that road-building and logging can occur in currently roadless watersheds with 
no risk of significant harm to aquatic habitat and fisheries is unsupported by the science. 
 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 201 at 55,553. Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands In 
Alaska. October 17, 2019. 
 
 
 
The DEIS is an inadequate assessment of the potential impacts of roadbuilding, road maintenance, and 
resource extraction that the proposed full exemption would allow. Specifically, as described below, we find the 
DEIS is deficient because 1) impacts and risks to fish and their habitats are underestimated; 2) many 
conclusions are not supported by the data or analysis provided or are contrary to previous environmental 
impact statements conducted examining Roadless Area Conservation 3) removing existing protections to fish 
and fish habitat may open the door to future forest policy changes that result in loss of habitat 4) The speed at 
which the NEPA process and DEIS have been reviewed do not allow for adequate examination and review of 
critical impacts. 
 
The Roadless Area Conservation Rule FEIS identified [ldquo]numerous negative direct, indirect and cumulative 
effects[rdquo] to aquatic and riparian habitat associated with road building and clearcutting in inventoried 
roadless areas.[rdquo]2 These negative effects [ldquo]could potentially reduce the capacity and capability of 



key watersheds important for maintaining salmonid populations.[rdquo]3 For example, timber roads and 
clearcutting can increase sedimentation, degrade water quality, fragment habitat, and increase high 
temperature regimes.4 Sedimentation alone has caused salmon productivity to decline in numerous studied 
watersheds.5 These [ldquo]numerous[rdquo] adverse impacts reduce salmon productivity in the following 
ways:6 
 
The 2000 Roadless Area Conservation Rule FEIS identified clearcutting and timber road construction in 
inventoried roadless areas as having [ldquo]the greatest potential for adverse effects to fisheries because it 
could cause declines in the populations of desirable fish species.7 The FEIS also referenced numerous 
scientific studies showing that roadless watersheds or watersheds with low road densities are two to three 
times as likely to support strong salmon populations as watersheds with high road densities.8 Indeed, 
numerous studies show that watersheds with fewer roads are often associated with healthier fish populations.9 
 
2 U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Forest Service. 2000. Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation Final 
Environmental Impact Statement Vol. I. at 3-169. Washington, D.C. November 2000. 
 
3 Id. 
 
4 Id. at 3-163. 
 
5 Id. at 3-166; see also Endangered and Threatened Species: Threatened status for Southern Oregon/Northern 
California Evolutionarily Significant Unit (ESU) of coho salmon. 62 Fed. Reg. 24588 at 24593 and 24599. May 
6, 1997 (identifying sedimentation of stream beds caused by clearcutting and timber road construction as a 
major cause of salmon population declines throughout the species[rsquo] range). 
 
6 Id. at 3-164. 
 
7 Id. at 3-285-287. 
 
8 Id. at 3-161. 
 
9 Id. at 1-1. 
 
 
 
All Roadless Rule repeal alternatives present significant risks of continued and serious fish population declines 
associated with habitat degradation caused by clearcutting and road construction on lands that currently 
provide refugia for fish populations in otherwise highly degraded landscapes. The DEIS, identifies 
[ldquo]negligible[rdquo] and minimal localized effects to fish and fish habitat and insists that clearcutting and 
timber road construction in inventoried roadless areas will not affect fish and fish habitat. We strongly disagree 
with this assessment. 
 
The analysis in the DEIS is a significant departure from the Roadless Area 
 
Conservation Rule FEIS and the findings of expert scientists who reviewed the impacts of road construction 
and clearcut logging on anadromous fish habitat. These prior assessments identify adverse impacts not 
reported in the DEIS. 
 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game fishery scientists have also identified strong negative correlations 
between logging road density, timber extraction and salmon productivity.10 These concerns are consistent with 
the numerous scientific studies showing that clearcutting and timber road construction in salmon habitat harms 
habitat productivity for salmon.11 
 
The no effects conclusions reached in the DEIS are not supported. Large scale timber harvest and road 
building substantially reduces habitat quality, even in areas where forested buffers are used on known 
anadromous streams.12 Buffers in southeast Alaska are too narrow and tend to blow down, losing their 
effectiveness over time.13 According to the National Marine Fisheries Service, roads are a primary cause of 
salmonid 
 



decline, and may have unavoidable effects on streams regardless of how well they are located, designed or 
maintained.14 
 
10 Id. at 54, 58, 205. 
 
11 USDA Forest Service. 2000. Forest Roads [ndash] a synthesis of scientific information (identifying degraded 
fish habitat by roads and a clear correlation between road density and fish production); M.D. Bryant & F.H. 
Everest. 1998. Management and conditions of watersheds in Southeast Alaska: the persistence of anadromous 
salmon; Halupka, K., M. Bryant, M. Willson, and F. Everest. 2000. Biological characteristics and population 
status of anadromous salmon in southeast Alaska at 54. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-461. Portland, OR. U.S. 
Dept. of Agriculture, Forest Service. Pacific Northwest Research Station 255 p.; U.S. Forest Service. 1995. 
Anadromous Fish Habitat Assessment. 
 
12 U.S. Forest Service. 1995. Anadromous Fish Habitat Assessment. 
 
13 Id. 
 
14 U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Forest Service. 2000. Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation Final 
Environmental Impact Statement Vol. I. at 3-169. Washington, D.C. November 2000. 
 
 
 
In conclusion, as fishery scientists and resource managers, we are concerned that the DEIS will remove 
existing critical protections to highly valued fisheries and the watershed that they rely on and that the impacts 
were not adequately evaluated and therefore cannot be adequately considered, reduced, or mitigated. We do 
not believe the impacts and risks to fish and fish habitat have been fully described and we disagree with many 
conclusions reached based on the available data and science. The Tongass watersheds and the sustainable 
commercial, recreational, and subsistence fisheries they support represent a critical resource of national and 
global importance. The protections afforded this region under the current Roadless Rule support healthy and 
intact fisheries and fish habitat in one of the most productive salmon fisheries in the world, removing these 
protections would undoubtedly compromise the sustainability of the fisheries and the region. Consequently, 
until an acceptable scientific evaluation can be completed and reviewed, we recommend the No Action 
Alternative as the best path forward. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  
 Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Joel Markis 
 
President 
 
Alaska Chapter of the American Fisheries Society 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 16, 2019Alaska Roadless RuleU.S. Department of AgricultureP.O. Box 21628Juneau, AK 99802-
1628  
 
 
 
Re: Docket Number FS-2019-0023; Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System 
Lands in Alaska 



 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
On behalf of the members of the Alaska Chapter of the American Fisheries Society (Alaska-AFS), we 
respectfully submit these comments in response to the Proposed Rule and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) released by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) on October 17, 2019 to exempt the Tongass 
National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule ([ldquo]Roadless Rule[rdquo]).1 
 
The American Fisheries Society (AFS), founded in 1870, is the oldest and largest professional society of 
fisheries scientists. The Alaska-AFS was formed in 1971 and boasts 300 [ndash] 500 members annually. Our 
common mission is to improve the conservation and sustainability of fishery resources and aquatic ecosystems 
by advancing fisheries and aquatic science and promoting the development of fisheries professionals. In 
submitting these comments, Alaska-AFS seeks to ensure the best available science is considered throughout 
the rulemaking process. 
 
The proposed Alaska Roadless Rule would exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule and thereby remove that rule[rsquo]s prohibitions against road construction and timber 
cutting on all of the 9.2 million acres of inventoried roadless areas in the Tongass. Given the shift in policy of 
the proposed rule and the length and complexity of the DEIS, a 60 day comment period is insufficient to ensure 
that fisheries and aquatic scientists have the opportunity to provide meaningful input. Because of this potential, 
we request that USDA provide a minimum of 90 days (180 days) for review of the proposed rule. 
 
In the limited time available for review of the proposed rule and DEIS, we find it fails to meet basic standards of 
scientific rigor. The assumption that road-building and logging can occur in currently roadless watersheds with 
no risk of significant harm to aquatic habitat and fisheries is unsupported by the science. 
 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 201 at 55,553. Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands In 
Alaska. October 17, 2019. 
 
 
 
The DEIS is an inadequate assessment of the potential impacts of roadbuilding, road maintenance, and 
resource extraction that the proposed full exemption would allow. Specifically, as described below, we find the 
DEIS is deficient because 1) impacts and risks to fish and their habitats are underestimated; 2) many 
conclusions are not supported by the data or analysis provided or are contrary to previous environmental 
impact statements conducted examining Roadless Area Conservation 3) removing existing protections to fish 
and fish habitat may open the door to future forest policy changes that result in loss of habitat 4) The speed at 
which the NEPA process and DEIS have been reviewed do not allow for adequate examination and review of 
critical impacts. 
 
The Roadless Area Conservation Rule FEIS identified [ldquo]numerous negative direct, indirect and cumulative 
effects[rdquo] to aquatic and riparian habitat associated with road building and clearcutting in inventoried 
roadless areas.[rdquo]2 These negative effects [ldquo]could potentially reduce the capacity and capability of 
key watersheds important for maintaining salmonid populations.[rdquo]3 For example, timber roads and 
clearcutting can increase sedimentation, degrade water quality, fragment habitat, and increase high 
temperature regimes.4 Sedimentation alone has caused salmon productivity to decline in numerous studied 
watersheds.5 These [ldquo]numerous[rdquo] adverse impacts reduce salmon productivity in the following 
ways:6 
 
The 2000 Roadless Area Conservation Rule FEIS identified clearcutting and timber road construction in 
inventoried roadless areas as having [ldquo]the greatest potential for adverse effects to fisheries because it 
could cause declines in the populations of desirable fish species.7 The FEIS also referenced numerous 
scientific studies showing that roadless watersheds or watersheds with low road densities are two to three 
times as likely to support strong salmon populations as watersheds with high road densities.8 Indeed, 
numerous studies show that watersheds with fewer roads are often associated with healthier fish populations.9 
 
2 U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Forest Service. 2000. Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation Final 
Environmental Impact Statement Vol. I. at 3-169. Washington, D.C. November 2000. 
 



3 Id. 
 
4 Id. at 3-163. 
 
5 Id. at 3-166; see also Endangered and Threatened Species: Threatened status for Southern Oregon/Northern 
California Evolutionarily Significant Unit (ESU) of coho salmon. 62 Fed. Reg. 24588 at 24593 and 24599. May 
6, 1997 (identifying sedimentation of stream beds caused by clearcutting and timber road construction as a 
major cause of salmon population declines throughout the species[rsquo] range). 
 
6 Id. at 3-164. 
 
7 Id. at 3-285-287. 
 
8 Id. at 3-161. 
 
9 Id. at 1-1. 
 
 
 
All Roadless Rule repeal alternatives present significant risks of continued and serious fish population declines 
associated with habitat degradation caused by clearcutting and road construction on lands that currently 
provide refugia for fish populations in otherwise highly degraded landscapes. The DEIS, identifies 
[ldquo]negligible[rdquo] and minimal localized effects to fish and fish habitat and insists that clearcutting and 
timber road construction in inventoried roadless areas will not affect fish and fish habitat. We strongly disagree 
with this assessment. 
 
The analysis in the DEIS is a significant departure from the Roadless Area 
 
Conservation Rule FEIS and the findings of expert scientists who reviewed the impacts of road construction 
and clearcut logging on anadromous fish habitat. These prior assessments identify adverse impacts not 
reported in the DEIS. 
 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game fishery scientists have also identified strong negative correlations 
between logging road density, timber extraction and salmon productivity.10 These concerns are consistent with 
the numerous scientific studies showing that clearcutting and timber road construction in salmon habitat harms 
habitat productivity for salmon.11 
 
The no effects conclusions reached in the DEIS are not supported. Large scale timber harvest and road 
building substantially reduces habitat quality, even in areas where forested buffers are used on known 
anadromous streams.12 Buffers in southeast Alaska are too narrow and tend to blow down, losing their 
effectiveness over time.13 According to the National Marine Fisheries Service, roads are a primary cause of 
salmonid 
 
decline, and may have unavoidable effects on streams regardless of how well they are located, designed or 
maintained.14 
 
10 Id. at 54, 58, 205. 
 
11 USDA Forest Service. 2000. Forest Roads [ndash] a synthesis of scientific information (identifying degraded 
fish habitat by roads and a clear correlation between road density and fish production); M.D. Bryant & F.H. 
Everest. 1998. Management and conditions of watersheds in Southeast Alaska: the persistence of anadromous 
salmon; Halupka, K., M. Bryant, M. Willson, and F. Everest. 2000. Biological characteristics and population 
status of anadromous salmon in southeast Alaska at 54. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-461. Portland, OR. U.S. 
Dept. of Agriculture, Forest Service. Pacific Northwest Research Station 255 p.; U.S. Forest Service. 1995. 
Anadromous Fish Habitat Assessment. 
 
12 U.S. Forest Service. 1995. Anadromous Fish Habitat Assessment. 
 
13 Id. 



 
14 U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Forest Service. 2000. Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation Final 
Environmental Impact Statement Vol. I. at 3-169. Washington, D.C. November 2000. 
 
 
 
In conclusion, as fishery scientists and resource managers, we are concerned that the DEIS will remove 
existing critical protections to highly valued fisheries and the watershed that they rely on and that the impacts 
were not adequately evaluated and therefore cannot be adequately considered, reduced, or mitigated. We do 
not believe the impacts and risks to fish and fish habitat have been fully described and we disagree with many 
conclusions reached based on the available data and science. The Tongass watersheds and the sustainable 
commercial, recreational, and subsistence fisheries they support represent a critical resource of national and 
global importance. The protections afforded this region under the current Roadless Rule support healthy and 
intact fisheries and fish habitat in one of the most productive salmon fisheries in the world, removing these 
protections would undoubtedly compromise the sustainability of the fisheries and the region. Consequently, 
until an acceptable scientific evaluation can be completed and reviewed, we recommend the No Action 
Alternative as the best path forward. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  
 Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Joel Markis 
 
President 
 
Alaska Chapter of the American Fisheries Society 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Markis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Markis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



  

 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
P.O. Box 21628 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
Re: Docket Number FS-2019-0023; Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; 
National Forest System Lands in Alaska 
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
On behalf of the members of the Alaska Chapter of the American Fisheries Society 
(Alaska-AFS), we respectfully submit these comments in response to the Proposed 
Rule and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) released by the U.S. Forest 
Service (USFS) on October 17, 2019 to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 
2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule (“Roadless Rule”).1 
 
The American Fisheries Society (AFS), founded in 1870, is the oldest and largest 
professional society of fisheries scientists. The Alaska-AFS was formed in 1971 and 
boasts 300 – 500 members annually.  Our common mission is to improve the 
conservation and sustainability of fishery resources and aquatic ecosystems by 
advancing fisheries and aquatic science and promoting the development of fisheries 
professionals.  In submitting these comments, Alaska-AFS seeks to ensure the best 
available science is considered throughout the rulemaking process. 
 
The proposed Alaska Roadless Rule would exempt the Tongass National Forest from 
the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule and thereby remove that rule’s prohibitions 
against road construction and timber cutting on all of the 9.2 million acres of inventoried 
roadless areas in the Tongass.  Given the shift in policy of the proposed rule and the 
length and complexity of the DEIS, a 60 day comment period is insufficient to ensure 
that fisheries and aquatic scientists have the opportunity to provide meaningful input. 
Because of this potential, we request that USDA provide a minimum of 90 days (180 
days) for review of the proposed rule.  
 
In the limited time available for review of the proposed rule and DEIS, we find it fails to 
meet basic standards of scientific rigor. The assumption that road-building and logging 
can occur in currently roadless watersheds with no risk of significant harm to aquatic 
habitat and fisheries is unsupported by the science.  
 
__________ 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 201 at 55,553. Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System 
Lands In Alaska. October 17, 2019. 

 
 

https://www.regulations.gov/docket?D=FS-2019-0023


  

The DEIS is an inadequate assessment of the potential impacts of roadbuilding, road 
maintenance, and resource extraction that the proposed full exemption would allow. 
Specifically, as described below, we find the DEIS is deficient because 1) impacts and 
risks to fish and their habitats are underestimated; 2) many conclusions are not 
supported by the data or analysis provided or are contrary to previous environmental 
impact statements conducted examining Roadless Area Conservation 3) removing 
existing protections to fish and fish habitat may open the door to future forest policy 
changes that result in loss of habitat 4) The speed at which the NEPA process and 
DEIS have been reviewed do not allow for adequate examination and review of critical 
impacts.   
 

The Roadless Area Conservation Rule FEIS identified “numerous negative direct, 
indirect and cumulative effects” to aquatic and riparian habitat associated with road 
building and clearcutting in inventoried roadless areas.”2 These negative effects “could 
potentially reduce the capacity and capability of key watersheds important for 
maintaining salmonid populations.”3 For example, timber roads and clearcutting can 
increase sedimentation, degrade water quality, fragment habitat, and increase high 
temperature regimes.4 Sedimentation alone has caused salmon productivity to decline 
in numerous studied watersheds.5 These “numerous” adverse impacts reduce salmon 
productivity in the following ways:6 

 
The 2000 Roadless Area Conservation Rule FEIS identified clearcutting and timber 
road construction in inventoried roadless areas as having “the greatest potential for 
adverse effects to fisheries because it could cause declines in the populations of 
desirable fish species.7 The FEIS also referenced numerous scientific studies showing 
that roadless watersheds or watersheds with low road densities are two to three times 
as likely to support strong salmon populations as watersheds with high road densities.8 

Indeed, numerous studies show that watersheds with fewer roads are often associated 
with healthier fish populations.9 
 
___________ 
2 U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Forest Service. 2000. Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation Final 
Environmental Impact Statement Vol. I. at 3-169. Washington, D.C. November 2000. 
3 Id. 
4 Id. at 3-163. 
5 Id. at 3-166; see also Endangered and Threatened Species: Threatened status for Southern 
Oregon/Northern California Evolutionarily Significant Unit (ESU) of coho salmon. 62 Fed. Reg. 
24588 at 24593 and 24599. May 6, 1997 (identifying sedimentation of stream beds caused by 
clearcutting and timber road construction as a major cause of salmon population declines 
throughout the species’ range). 
6 Id. at 3-164. 
7 Id. at 3-285-287. 
8 Id. at 3-161. 
9 Id. at 1-1. 

  



  

 
All Roadless Rule repeal alternatives present significant risks of continued and serious 
fish population declines associated with habitat degradation caused by clearcutting and 
road construction on lands that currently provide refugia for fish populations in otherwise 
highly degraded landscapes. The DEIS, identifies “negligible” and minimal localized 
effects to fish and fish habitat and insists that clearcutting and timber road construction 
in inventoried roadless areas will not affect fish and fish habitat. We strongly disagree 
with this assessment. 
 
The analysis in the DEIS is a significant departure from the Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule FEIS and the findings of expert scientists who reviewed the impacts 
of road construction and clearcut logging on anadromous fish habitat. These prior 
assessments identify adverse impacts not reported in the DEIS. 
 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game fishery scientists have also identified strong 
negative correlations between logging road density, timber extraction and salmon 
productivity.10 These concerns are consistent with the numerous scientific studies 
showing that clearcutting and timber road construction in salmon habitat harms habitat 
productivity for salmon.11  

 

The no effects conclusions reached in the DEIS are not supported. Large scale timber 
harvest and road building substantially reduces habitat quality, even in areas where 
forested buffers are used on known anadromous streams.12 Buffers in southeast Alaska 
are too narrow and tend to blow down, losing their effectiveness over time.13 According 
to the National Marine Fisheries Service, roads are a primary cause of salmonid 
decline, and may have unavoidable effects on streams regardless of how well they are 
located, designed or maintained.14 
 
__________ 
10 Id. at 54, 58, 205. 
11 USDA Forest Service. 2000. Forest Roads – a synthesis of scientific information (identifying 
degraded fish habitat by roads and a clear correlation between road density and fish production); 
M.D. Bryant & F.H. Everest. 1998. Management and conditions of watersheds in Southeast Alaska: 
the persistence of anadromous salmon; Halupka, K., M. Bryant, M. Willson, and F. Everest. 2000. 
Biological characteristics and population status of anadromous salmon in southeast Alaska at 54. 
Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-461. Portland, OR. U.S. Dept. of Agriculture, Forest Service. Pacific 

Northwest Research Station 255 p.; U.S. Forest Service. 1995. Anadromous Fish Habitat 

Assessment. 
12 U.S. Forest Service. 1995. Anadromous Fish Habitat Assessment. 
13 Id. 
14 U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Forest Service. 2000. Forest Service Roadless Area Conservation Final 
Environmental Impact Statement Vol. I. at 3-169. Washington, D.C. November 2000.  



  

 
In conclusion, as fishery scientists and resource managers, we are concerned that the DEIS 
will remove existing critical protections to highly valued fisheries and the watershed that 
they rely on and that the impacts were not adequately evaluated and therefore cannot be 
adequately considered, reduced, or mitigated. We do not believe the impacts and risks to 
fish and fish habitat have been fully described and we disagree with many conclusions 
reached based on the available data and science. The Tongass watersheds and the 
sustainable commercial, recreational, and subsistence fisheries they support represent a 
critical resource of national and global importance. The protections afforded this region 
under the current Roadless Rule support healthy and intact fisheries and fish habitat in one 
of the most productive salmon fisheries in the world, removing these protections would 
undoubtedly compromise the sustainability of the fisheries and the region. Consequently, 
until an acceptable scientific evaluation can be completed and reviewed, we recommend 
the No Action Alternative as the best path forward. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 

Joel Markis 
President  
Alaska Chapter of the American Fisheries Society 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanna 
Last name: Markley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joanna Markley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shannon 
Last name: Markley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shannon Markley and I live in Shoreline, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shannon Markley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jenifer 
Last name: Markoe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Again our national resource are under attach. This park is one of the few pure wilderness we have left in the 
country and it time we protect the land and the wonderful animals and resources that once gone will never 
return. I want a planet my grandchildren will be able to see the wonders I have from America must beautiful 
land. We almost ruin everything until President like Teddy Roosevelt started to preserve these lands and to 
allow more as time went on for Americans to enjoy. In today's world we need more clean water, air and natural 
resources then ever and not less being destroyed for the purpose of greed and money. Once the roads are put 
in this park it will not stop and it takes years of ever once damage is done to heal our mistakes. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lydia 
Last name: Markoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I categorically object to the proposed change of rules allowing logging in the Tongass National Forest. This 
would be environmentally catastrophic for all people, and a gross misuse of the land and its treasures. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Markovits 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Markovits 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Markowitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Markowitz and I live in Jericho, Vermont. We are a transition town here in Jericho, that 
means we have a vibrant local movement that supports any and all movements toward a more sustainable 
planet. 
 
 
 
I am writing because I am concerned with how the Roadless Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect 
the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Ive listened to testimony of some of the Alaskan indigenous people, enough to know that these remaining lands 
are vital to the well being of our earth, like the heart and lungs...they also allow for continuation of aspects of 
indigenous ways of life- role models of sustainability for humanity right now. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule since this alternative protects vital lands but does allow for important community and economic 
development projects. 
 
 
 
As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest for its status as 
America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and 
mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. 
 
 
 
Id like to keep these public lands wild for future generations, supporting lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. 
 
 
 
A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with 
the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. 
 
 
 
I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and 
habitat) to improve & maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, 
wildlife thinning, etc). 
 
 
 
It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. Small scale sustainable practices should be encouraged from now on. 



 
 
 
I would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. If 
a full exemption were chosen, it would prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the 
entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. We must take action to mitigate and 
adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. 
 
 
 
Thanks for listening to me, and please keep me informed on final decisions! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Markowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Markowski and I live in Middletown, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin Markowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
If you destroy this forest it will never recover Do NOT do this. Leave our National Parks alone. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Collin 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please No. This is getting out of hand. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cynthia Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: diane 
Last name: marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is diane marks and I live in Port Angeles, Washington. 
 
 
The planet needs to keep all the trees it has (and to grow more) to fight climate change. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, diane marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Marks and I live in Harpers Ferry, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elise 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elise Marks and I live in Burlington, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elise Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eva 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eva Marks and I live in Scotia, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eva Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeremy Marks and I live in Rockville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeremy Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly Marks and I live in Lake Park, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 7:49:08 PM 
First name: Kelsey 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelsey Marks and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I am 20 years old and I have four little sister and an older 
brother. Each and everyone of us have been taught that the Tongass forest is our home. Born and raised here 
in SE AK the schools have used the forest to teach us about our cultures and how the forest has shaped The 
state of Alaska into what it is today. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the conservation of resources for 
future generations  foraging for wild foods, subsistence harvesting, practicing my culture, the status of the 
Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change 
impacts. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. [@alternative reasoning]. 
I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, carbon sequestration 
and local climate change mitigation, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and 
saving taxpayer dollars  recreating and enjoying nature. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I am not sure.. The 
State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a 
full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kesley 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC896 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kimberly Marks and I live in Oakland, CA. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kimberly Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melody 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC987 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC507 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Michael Marks [Address] Haines / I live in Haines and love the Tongass National Forest. We need to keep the 
forest with NO removal of trees. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
No roades will keep the Tongass wild 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
We want to stop the State of Alaska University loging in Haines 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Subsistence fishing, recreation, 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Please use only substainable alternatives in the Tongass 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 



Sincerely, 
 
Michael Marks 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Marks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ronald Marks and I live in Los Altos, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ronald Marks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Markson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martin Markson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: April 
Last name: markul 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, April markul 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Markus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Markus-Walczak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Markus-Walczak and I live in Akron, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Markus-Walczak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:16:01 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Markushewski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement outrageously  allow more 
roadbuilding and logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of 
millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities 
degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Edward Markushewski 
Huntsville, AL 35801 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virgil 
Last name: Markwood 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello, 
 
I vote to leave the Tongass as a roadless designation. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clayton 
Last name: Marler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Clayton Marler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Collauna 
Last name: Marley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Collauna Marley and I live in Sitka, AK. I have lived in Sitka since I was eight years old. I am raising 
two children here with my husband while helping him run our small dental office. We camp, hunt, pick berries, 
commercial fish and just enjoy living surrounded by old growth forrests. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, 
recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability 
to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations 
. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands, Revillagigedo Island 
(near Ketchikan), Prince of Wales Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Kuiu Island, Kupreanof Island, the 
southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine 
River, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Admiralty Island. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because We some have one 
of the last and largest intact National forest in the world. I value that. I value learning from other's mistakes and 
preserving what we can in this desperate time of climate change. We need these intact forests more than we 
need the short term gains from cutting our trees. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts invest in 
creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure transition to second growth logging. 
 
 



 
Please listen to the voices of the people of Southeast. We are all fighting for our forests. You that have the 
power to make these decisions have the responsibility to hear us and make decisions based on what we value. 
We value a roadless Southeast Alaska in the Tongass. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:24 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: marley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Marley and I live in Fairbanks, AK. I get moving in to Alaska I am writing a comment on the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will 
impact my fishing, hunting. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for deer habitat and subsistence hunting. A full exemption does not protect 
these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because No. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
Coool  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kira 
Last name: Marley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I visited the Tongass rainforest for the first time this summer. The value and resources of the Tongass should 
not be taken lightly. There is monetary gain in timber, but I feel there is a lot more value in leaving this natural 
resource alone. I strongly oppose logging in the Tongass and fully support the Roadless Rule. Thank you for 
your time. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 8:15:25 PM 
First name: Marina 
Last name: Marley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marina Marley and I live in Sitka, Alaska and I am in 6th grade.  I spend time fishing and camping 
on the Tongass National Forrest. I value the forest because it keeps our air clean and is very beautiful. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for 
future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying 
nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, economic livelihood, deer 
habitat, and subsistence hunting, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will impact our 
subsistence hunting and fishing sustainability.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of 
old-growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young-growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long-lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Yvonne 
Last name: Marley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Yvonne Marley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Yvonne 
Last name: Marley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Yvonne Marley and I live in Peoria, Arizona. 
 
 
This is terrible.  The world is on fire.  We need forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Yvonne Marley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Marlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith Marlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brad 
Last name: Marlow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Re 
Last name: Marlow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Re Marlow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Marlowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Marlowe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jesus 
Last name: Marmolejo Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Marmont 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendy Marmont 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Marmorino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Angela Marmorino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Marner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Marner and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Marner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Marocchino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Marocchino and I live in Vallejo, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Marocchino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Maron-Friend 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Maroney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emily Maroney and I live in Bronxville, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emily Maroney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fran 
Last name: Maroney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fran Maroney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fran 
Last name: Maroney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fran Maroney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fran 
Last name: Maroney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fran Maroney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Maroney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Maroney and I live in Evansville, Indiana. 
 
 
Hey Trump, keep your sleezy hands off ALL of our National Forests! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Maroney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Marooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patrick Marooney and I live in Springfield, Oregon. 
 
 
Tongass is precious and NEEDS protection from savage predators. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patrick Marooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Agnes 
Last name: Maroshek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC873 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Maroshek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC877 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Marotta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracy Marotta and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracy Marotta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gina 
Last name: Marple 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gina Marple 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Marquand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not withddraw Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I vehemently oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass 
National Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As you know the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas. And it's home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears 
and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life 
raft in this time of climate change. Logging releases most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
Your proposal will give Carte Blanche to clearcutting and bulldozing this is irresponsible and fundamentally 
threatens this national forest. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber 
industry, which provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and 
fishing - both of which rely on intact forests to thrive. It's even more important to save these last remaining 
roadless forests because your agency has fragmented and logged so much of our national forests, harming 
wildlife and waters along the way. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
I implore you to think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jean Le Marquand 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Marquardt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Marquardt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Marquart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frances Marquart 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Marquart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frances Marquart 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Marquart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frances Marquart 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JANET 
Last name: Marquart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jan Marquart and I live in the US. 
We need our forests for so many reasons. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JANET Marquart 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: Marquart 
Organization: Great Old Broads For Wilderness 
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
 
 
take the "No Action Alternative" on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to keep Roadless Rule protections 
intact for the ?Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Ron Marquart 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
"NO" to more logging in the Tongass, 
 
Your lack of respect for wildlife habitat is breathtaking and scary. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the "no-action" alternative. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Deanna J Marquart 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Marquet 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane Marquet and I live in Englewood, Florida. 
 
 
Clean air is fundamental to health.  So simple.  Protect it! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jane Marquet 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Marquez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Marquez and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
Get rid of coal ash and toxic waste. Protect our planet. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Marquez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ernesto 
Last name: Marquez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ernesto Marquez and I live in Perris, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ernesto Marquez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Marquez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Marquez and I live in Placerville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Marquez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Marquez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Marquez and I live in Placerville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Marquez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: I. 
Last name: Marquis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5063 
 
Dec. 2019 
 
To: USDA forest service: 
 
Do Not Destroy our Tongass national Forest for short-term corporate greed. 
 
I specify you take ALT. 1: *NO ACTION* be taken to change the roadless rule [text underline twice for 
emphasis]! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Marquis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Marquis and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Marquis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Marquis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Julie Marquis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Marr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jean Marr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Marr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Marr and I live in Williamston, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Marr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Marra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeff Marra 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leonard 
Last name: Marraffino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leonard Marraffino and I live in Boca Raton, Florida. 
 
 
KEEP YOUR PROMISES TO PROTECT FLORDA'S ENVIROMENT 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leonard Marraffino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Marratt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 9:38:58 PM 
First name: Arnold 
Last name: Marrero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Arnold Marrero 
Warsaw, IN 46582 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ilenya 
Last name: Marrin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ilenya Marrin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Marris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3097 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Marris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3097 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change.  
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
Sincerely, 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Marro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Marro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Marron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Marron and I live in Glendale Heights, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cathy Marron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kip 
Last name: Marron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kip Marron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Corinne 
Last name: Marrone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Corinne Marrone and I live in Centereach, New York. 
 
The administrations plans for Bears Ears is destructive and will ruin this iconic monument. We must not let that 
happen. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Corinne Marrone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rhonda 
Last name: Marrone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rhonda Marrone and I live in Charleston, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rhonda Marrone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madeline 
Last name: Marrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Madeline Marrow and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Madeline Marrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Marrs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Marrs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Marrs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Marrs and I live in Phelan, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Marrs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Marrs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christopher Marrs and I live in Port Townsend, Washington. 
 
 
Don't make the Forest Service part of Donald's Swamp. KEEP THE PROTECTIONS IN PLACE! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christopher Marrs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Mars 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3136 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Wilderness is part of the American heritage. Keep our wild lands wild. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Keith Mars 
 
Austin, TX 78721 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Mars 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4115 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Tongass is a jewel in our public lands. This is an area that should represent the best of our stewardship 
and should remain roadless. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Keith Mars 
 
Austin, TX 78721 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Marsala 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joe Marsala and I live in Fairfield, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joe Marsala 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shawn 
Last name: Marschall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Marsden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Marsden and I live in Corinth, Vermont. 
 
 
Old-growth forest is essential for the climate and for wildlife, so please preserve it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Marsden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Marsden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Marsden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Marsden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Marsden and I live in Maplewood, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Marsden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Marsden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jim Marsden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Marsden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leslie Marsden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Marsden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ted 
Last name: Marsden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
Hello 
 
I'm writing as a concerned citizen to relay that I do not want road building or logging in the Tongass National 
Forest. The giant ancient trees are important to this planet in terms of carbon storage. These thousand-year-old 
trees cannot be replaced once they are gone. 
 
Please do not log this forest. We need to save them. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Ted Marsden 
 
-- 
 
Ted Marsden 
 
director / editor 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Marsh and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Don Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
input 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to give input regarding of ruling soon to be determined regarding the exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I have lived in Petersburg almost 34 years, initially coming to Alaska to work in a local restaurant, whose 
owners had a son I ended up marrying and where we raised our 5 sons. 
 
Immersing our family in utilizing the resources of this great land where my husband was a pre-commercial tree 
thinner for 10 years and commercial fisherman concurrently and to this day for 40 years, we and our sons have 
seen ebbs and flows of economic activity and change in both forest resource use and the fishing industry 
because of the Roadless Rule. 
 
You know the history of the Tongass. 
 
The cries of both the environmentalists and some in the native community denounced the &quot;horrible&quot; 
pillaging of the forest with logging and the supposed negative long-term consequences of such activity and 
rejoiced when the 'roadless rule' became law almost 20 years ago shutting off so much of the Forest that it 
became shameful. 
 
After environmentalists shut down lumber mills in both Ketchikan and Wrangell, with dozens, if not hundreds, of 
jobs lost, Ketchikan seems to have recovered with the huge boon in tourism; Wrangell, on the other hand, 
seems to still be recovering from the strong impact of their mill being shut down almost 2 decades later. 
 
The opponents of forest management and resource use themselves have better opportunity to utilize a treasure 
out their back doors by exempting the Rule for the Tongass. Roads give increased access to growth 
(economically and culturally); allow for better forage for wildlife; lessen vulnerability to forestry diseases that 
decimate whole areas of trees, both old growth and new growth timber; and allow those wishing to follow 
subsistence hunting and gathering traditions to better pursue these interests. 
 
Here we are with an opportunity to revisit the Roadless Rule and many opponents tout the same arguments as 
initially put forth. Loud voices claim roads are bad for the forest, wildlife, native traditions of subsistence 
gathering and further the consequences of global warming. However, a well managed resource, ie. the 
Tongass National Forest - with increased road access - will flourish; and almost every interest group, including 
the wildlife, will have better access, better management and better renewable resources for generations to 
come. 
 
I and my family are wholeheartedly behind Alternative 6, exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 
Roadless Rule. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Donna W. Marsh 
 
Petersburg, AK 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Marsh]  and I live in China Grove, NC 
There is no reason to clearcut any national forest. I should know because I have a tree farm 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eric Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane Marsh and I live in Cool, California. 
 
 
Please do not put corporate profits above the public interest. Rather, protect our national forests, our air, and 
our water for us now and for future generations. We are counting on you to do the right thing. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jane Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane Marsh and I live in Cool, California. 
 
Please do not put corporate profits above the public interest. Rather, protect our national forests, our air, and 
our water for us now and for future generations. We are counting on you to do the right thing. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jane Marsh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Preserve the forest! We, the American people, have the rights to these lands and enjoy the beautiful country 
we fought and died for. Corporations have no entitlement here and the money they bring in will only last so 
long. Please dont destroy this beautiful natural area, we dont have many left 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marion Marsh and I live in Elm Grove, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Please! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marion Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
In the hope that we can preserve Alaskas Tongas National Forests by not allowing logging there, I am writing to 
support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous 
rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on 
the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we 
simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mm 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mm Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roger 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Roger Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: S. 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is S. Marsh and I live in Scottsdale, Arizona. 
 
I hike, backpack &amp;amp; camp in the Old Growth Forests, and love the forest as well as all the wildlife such 
forests protect. 
 
What is left of the Amazon, Tongass and other American forests along with European forests are vital for not 
only sucking up carbons, but the trees breathe out oxygen and cool micro droplets of water which create mists, 
rain and help KEEP our climate COOLER. 
 
Only shortsighted, greedy, profit driven corporations do not care about our future, as the executives wont live to 
see a planet they help destroy by razeing and in essence rape and pillage. 
 
Not only does world climate and our ability to breathe oxygen depend on forests, but billions of life form, wildlife 
depend on forests for food, clean water, shelter and protection. Moreover, in the canopies of the trees exist a 
separate micro eco system with wildlife that can not live anywhere else. 
 
Have you seen the clearcutting along the Columbia River? Completely barren. I thought whatever trees were 
cut had to be replaced with new trees-reseeded, but logging companies are not doing that. 
 
Europe and China have destroyed most of their forests, and they are the main consumers of American trees! 
 
The world needs to start buying only renewables and sustainable. 
 
Razing our forests will lead to barren lands and even if trees are reseeded it takes hundreds of years for Old 
Growth forests to become planet climate regulators. 
 
Logging, like coal and other dirty, polluting unsustainable industries must go the way of the animals they help 
become extinct. They must move on to create new renewable and sustainable industries. 
 
The future will judge harshly those whom put profit before people, and the welfare of the planet is putting all life 
on Earth first. 
 
We need to grow up as a civilization, grow a universal consciousness. Any civilization that keeps putting profit 
first will destroy itself. 
 
We have one planet and we are trashing it, with a terrible end result. 
 
Save our forests, save our wildlife! Stop polluters like coal and logging, make corporations clean up and right 
their mistakes! 
 
Everyone deserves clean water, clean air, clean food. And to be able to normally breathe- which can not 
happen with all the major forests razed! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 



Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, S. Marsh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Marsh and I live in Lake Oswego, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
proposed exemptions from roadless rule 
 
Alternate 6, the most potentially destructive, is the preferred? Alts. 2 - 4 might be acceptable. I say this not 
because I think all roadless lands should remain so forever (though that is close to what I think), but because of 
the well-documented destruction of salmon rearing habitat as well as other fisheries as a result of past logging. 
I wouldn't expect the practices to differ much from what has happened in the past, so prudence suggests that 
we allows these fisheries to thrive instead of silting up the streams and scarring the land. 
 
 
 
Susan Marsh 
 
Jackson WY 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tiffany 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tiffany Marsh and I live in Midway, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tiffany Marsh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tiffany 
Last name: Marsh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marsha 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking (Docket ID FS-2018-0059) 
 
Dear US Forest Service, 
 
 
 
Enough is enough, STOP DEVASTATING our wilderness, our old growth forest and our roadless areas; protect 
our environment, our wildlife habitat, our places for experiencing the wilderness. 
 
It costs our government millions of dollars to build roads in to wilderness areas; the costs far exceed the 
amount of money our government would gain from any timber revenues. 
 
Old-growth forests - TREES - store carbon and preserve our fish and wildlife habitat. 
 
Keep the Tongass Forest free from logging and extraction for now and for generations to come. 
 
Marsha Hansen 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I'm writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections intact for the 
Tongass National Forest. Old-growth forests like the Tongass are powerful tools for fighting climate change -- 
they store carbon, protect wildlife, and support local communities that rely on tourism and recreation. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpaer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marsha Hansen 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Weston 
Last name: Marsha 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Weston Marsha and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
As a advocate for Native Americans, this monument must be preserved. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Weston Marsha 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Marsha Lindsey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Forest Rule Change 
 
Dear Staff: 
 
Please do not change the roadless rule for the Tongass National 
 
Forest. The Tongass is old growth and cutting will destroy that. 
 
The Tongass is worth more in tourist dollars than the wood that 
 
would be cut down. I have been there and it is too beautiful to 
 
be made into furniture or sold to other countries. 
 
We need more trees, not less, to combat climate change. We 
 
must protect our national forests and parks! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marsha Lindsey 
 
Tustin, CA 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Marshak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allison Marshak and I live in Nocatee, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Allison Marshak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Marshalek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Marshalek and I live in Bloomington, Indiana. 
 
We must preserve natural sanctuaries for the sakes of both biodiversity and slowing down climate change, both 
of which are also essential to the thriving of the world's human population. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thomas Marshalek 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allison Marshall and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Allison Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5802 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
We need to keep the Tongass productive and healthy! 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest (TNF) is the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. This forest is home to 
large and varied populations of wildlife and because of its cool wet forest floor stores more carbon per acre 
than any other forest on earth! At a time when we are threatened by global warming and the extinction of many 
species this is the last forest that should be made exempt from the Roadless Rule. 
The Roadless Rule was adopted by the Forest Service in 2001 to protect our wild areas from development. It 
banned logging, road building and mineral extraction in the Inventoried Roadless Areas of national forests. It 
prevents habitat fragmentation and slows down global warming. Exempting the Tongass from this Roadless 
Rule protection is poor policy. 
The proposed exemption would subsidize the lumber industry at the expense of the fisheries and tourism 
industries in Southeast Alaska. This is unjust and a money losing proposition. The tourism industry has been 
growing rapidly and is by far the most important industry in Southeast Alaska. It is flourishing because of the 
majestic fiords, mountains, glaciers, islands, tall trees and abundant wildlife that make up the Tongass. 
In 2018 Glacier Bay (located near Juneau in the Tongass) was rated the best cruise ship destination in the 
world. The natural beauty and pristine environment of the TNF is what draws tourists to Southeast Alaska. 
Clearcutting does not attract tour boats. Maintaining the ban on logging in the roadless areas in the Tongass 
will allow the tourism industry to continue to flourish. 
The fishing industry in Southeast Alaska that employs more than 12 times as many people as the lumber 
industry would also be damaged by the proposed Roadless Rule exemption. The cold, clean stream water that 
nourishes the salmon and trout in the TNF would be threatened with greater warming and sediment from 
logging. 
According to Trout Unlimited the Tongass produces more salmon than all other national forests combined! The 
current Roadless Rule protection for the Tongass is needed to protect salmon. Improved forest maintenance 
and stream restoration rather than logging are better ways of improving the local economy. 
A substantial majority of people in both national and local polls support keeping the Roadless Rule in the 
Tongass as do local indigenous groups. Over 2 million tourists visited Alaska in 2018, 2/3 of them visited the 
Tongass area. 
Granting exemption to the Roadless Rule for the Tongass would open the door for other western states to seek 
exemptions. 
The Forest Service should be researching ways to reimburse Alaska for protecting its forests through carbon 
credits not supporting more logging in old growth forests and wild roadless areas. 
The Forest Service needs to choose Alternative 1 from its DEIS since this would keep the Roadless Rule fully 
intact in the Tongass National Forest. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cindy Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cortney 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daryan 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6043 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass comment 
 
I strongly favor alternative 1 and oppose more logging in the Tongass for environmental reasons. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorrine 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorrine Marshall and I live in Irvine, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dorrine Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Geoffrey 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Geoffrey Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hal 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hal Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hal 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hal Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Howard Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I was born and raised in Ketchikan, Alaska. The Tongass is pristine, beautiful and majestic. The trees house 
one of the largest population of bald eagles in the United States. They are rare in other states. It would be a 
shame to log the Tongas and destroy one of the last pieces of wilderness in the US. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
Please reconsider changing the status of the Tongass. It must stay roadless: In other words, alternative 1. 
Climate change is accelerating and we need this carbon repository. Commercial and recreational utilization are 
not nearly as important as saving the planet. Thank you. Katherine Marshall, Centennial, Colorado 80112 
 
[POSITION] 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laurie Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laurie Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Marshall and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
We are systematically destroying our children's legacy. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The idea of opening roadless Forest System lands in Alaska to logging when we are already facing 
unprecedented levels of global warming is objectionable on every conceivable front. Don't do it. Do. Not. Do. It. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern: 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is unique and priceless, as our nation's largest National Forest. Because it 
contains the largest intact stands of coastal temperate rainforest left on the planet, keeping this magnificently 
vast forest intact is critically important to helping mitigate climate change. The Tongass holds an estimated 8% 
of carbon held in the US. Any amount of logging in this Forest would release that stored carbon and expedite 
the warming of the planet. 
 
 
 
The decision to allow any kind of development in the Tongass is a one way door that cannot be undone that 
would negatively impact the region, our country, and our planet. I urge the Forest Service to move forward with 
Alternative 1, no action, leaving the Tongass National Forest intact. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: marie 
Last name: marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is marie marshall and I live in Naperville, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, marie marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie Marshall and I live in Jacksonville Beach, Florida. 
 
 
Stop the killing of wild trees and the animals who depend on them for homes and food. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melanie Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Marshall and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
Please, the Tongass needs to be left untouched. I'm lucky to have visited many years ago. It's a beautiful place 
on our planet. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Marshall 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511. The Tongass National Forest should not be carved up by 
roads. In Washington and Oregon, when forests have been carved up with roads and harvested, it has resulted 
in not only the loss of precious wilderness but also the collapse of adjacent salmon runs. We cannot allow the 
same to happen in Southeast Alaska. We have roadless rules for a reason. Please keep these in place in the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Prudy 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Prudy Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Prudy 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Prudy Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rick Marshall and I live in Manchester, New Hampshire. 
 
The american people repeatedly made it clear that we want these areas protected forever, but lobbyists 
repeatedly try to rape the earth for profit. Stop them once and for all. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rick Marshall 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: ronald 
Last name: marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
About this: open up 9.2 million of those acres to potential logging and development. The service would do this 
by exempting the Tongass from the Clinton-era Roadless Rule, which regulates punching new roads into 
undeveloped forest service lands. 
 
please open the lands to careful and thoughtful planning. with the goal of making these lands more accessible 
to the general public and reducing the costs of managing the lands. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sheila Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Marshall and I live in Washington Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephen Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne Marshall and I live in Sarasota, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Suzanne Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vance 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vance Marshall and I live in Traverse City, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vance Marshall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Marshall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Marsico 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Marsico and I live in Lakeland, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Marsico 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Marsilli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not open any of our national forests, to logging. These areas were set aside to keep as wonderful 
natural areas. Our country is beautiful, keep it that way. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Marsocci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Marsocci and I live in Okeechobee, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frank Marsocci 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: LYNN 
Last name: MARSON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is LYNN MARSON and I live in Lewiston, Michigan. 
 
 
Protect our pristine public lands and forests. Please don't roll back the roadless rule. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, LYNN MARSON 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brad 
Last name: Marston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brad Marston and I live in Providence, Rhode Island. 
 
Besides its beauty, the Tongass National Forest is an important reservoir of carbon. I have hiked in the forest 
near Sitka, and have seen first-hand the tree deaths due to beetles that have been spurred by the rapidly 
warming climate. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Brad Marston 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Mart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Martakos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Martakos and I live in Malden, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Martakos 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Martel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jill Martel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Martel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nicole Martel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Martell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Martell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Martell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jon Martell and I live in Westerly, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jon Martell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Martella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Martella and I live in New York, New York. 
 
We must not allow the ruination of the Tongass - it must remain as it is. We can't go on destroying earth's 
precious places, especially those that play such a big part in helping with climate change. Woodman, spare all 
those trees, please! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Diane Martella 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Marten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Once an old growth tree is cut down it cannot be undone or replaced. The science is very clear about the 
dangers to the Alaskan ecosystem from ignoring climate change. Destroying the Tsongass National forest 
doesnt just affect Alaska. It affects us all by increasing carbon emissions, decreasing breeding grounds for 
salmon and other wildlife and robbing future generations of a national treasureall for the short term enrichment 
of a tiny number of people and companies. Please do not allow this rule, based on greed, political slight of hand 
and lies to go through. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Martens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Martens 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Martens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richelle 
Last name: Martens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5497 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richelle Martens 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Martens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Martens and I live in Vernon, Connecticut. 
 
We absolutely must not allow toxic wastes to enter our water. Coal must only be a thing of the past and must 
not be used again. Coal workers may be trained to gain employment in a green industry. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, William Martens 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nikki 
Last name: Marterre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nikki Marterre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamey 
Last name: Marth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamey Marth and I live in Goleta, California. 
 
 
Please leave the Tongass unspoiled 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jamey Marth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cale 
Last name: Marthens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roxana 
Last name: Martillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roxana Martillo and I live in Union City, New Jersey. 
 
Our countrys open spaces and natural resources belong to all not to a privileged few. Stop destroying our 
ecosystem and harming wildlife due to your greed! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Roxana Martillo 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is A Martin and I live in Garland, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, A Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4116 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Truly wild places are difficult to find. Once they're gone, they're gone for good. The Tongass is one of the last 
truly wild places in the United States, and is crucial to our ecosystem. Please preserve this our citizens and 
future generations. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Aaron Martin 
 
Grand Rapids, MI 49503 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
Once our roadless areas are gone, they're gone forever. Please act to keep the wild parts of America that 
make this nation so great. 
 
I urge you to please maintain protections for our national forests in Alaska. The roadless act is crucial to this 
protection. The Tongas are one of the last truly wild places in America. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Aaron Martin 
 
Grand Rapids, MI 49503 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
Sincerely-Aaron Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adrianne 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Adrianne Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Albert 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Albert Martin and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
Thanks! Most responsible people learned years ago that allowing unlimited clear-cutting of our forests is so 
detrimental to the forest and our environment. Look to preserve them when possible. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Albert Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexis 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexis Martin and I live in Tigard, Oregon. 
 
I want my children to grow up healthy. Please take these dangerous chemicals out of our food and water, so 
that my children can live up to their full potential. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Alexis Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 10:31:15 AM 
First name: Amber 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amber Martin and I live in San Diego, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
These trees are essential to the prevention of carbon overload our environment is already experiencing. Not to 
mention the sacred value theyre trees provide, have we not already dismantled our natural earth enough 
already? 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, 
the recreational opportunities it provides, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a 
national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports its huge 
swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate 
rainforest in the world. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest 
Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is 
important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Antonio 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ashley 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ashley Martin and I live in Plantation, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ashley Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aundria 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5577 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RRS1 HRRN TP-1 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ben Martin and I live in Mountain View, California. 
 
 
Thank you for considering my views. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ben Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Benjamin Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Benjamin Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Benjamin Martin and I live in Wallingford, Connecticut. 
 
 
This is a Climate Emergency and we should be limiting air pollution, not increasing it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Benjamin Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Benjamin Martin and I live in Wallingford, Connecticut. 
 
 
This is a Climate Emergency and we should be limiting air pollution, not increasing it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Benjamin Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bernie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bernie Martin and I live in Port Orange, Florida. 
 
Future generations depend on us for responsible stewardship of our natural resources. This special forest 
should be preserved for generations to come. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bernie Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beth Martin and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Beth Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Beth Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bill Martin and I live in Tigard, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bill Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonita 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonita Martin and I live in Ransomville, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonita Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BRENDA 
Last name: MARTIN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is BRENDA MARTIN and I live in North Pole, Alaska. 
 
 
We must keep AND improve our air quality not go backwards!  Please help. Thank you. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, BRENDA MARTIN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brittany 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brittany Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Martin and I live in Woodstock, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:59:46 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Cathy Martin 
Smyrna, GA 30080 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Martin and I live in Smyrna, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cathy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cathy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cathy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Celeste 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Celeste Martin and I live in Houma, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Celeste Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CHAD 
Last name: MARTIN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, CHAD MARTIN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charles Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chas 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chas Martin and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chas Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Martin and I live in Mesa, Arizona. 
 
Trees make our oxygen and cleans the air of carbon. This should be a no brainer, except its our admin that 
have no brains, just a bottom line. Mess with our air and there will be no more bottom lines to care for. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Chris Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claudia Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colleen 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colleen Martin and I live in Tifton, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Colleen Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darrel 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darrel Martin and I live in Snohomish, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Darrel Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Darrel 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please choose No Action on undoing the Roadless area in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
In times like these, this country needs more forest protections, not less. We need an even bolder NWFP to 
strengthen these rural economies and their recreation industries, not dead wastelands where there once stood 
mighty Old Growth Sitka Spruce, Western Red Cedar, Western Hemlock, and the world renowned Douglas Fir. 
 
 
 
I once believed the USFS was a world leader in blending sound forestry conservation with judicious 
approaches to logging when it makes clear economic and environmental sense. Now it seems, unfortunately, 
that Alaskan congressional leaders have convinced the USFS that the political stunts of the White House 
actually contain sound scientific and ecological merits and clear economic reasoning. Unfortunately, the largest 
temperate rainforest in the world is being short changed because the USFS is no longer placing conservation 
for the benefit of the multitudes over destruction for the short term profits of the few. 
 
 
 
Sadly, this proposition is nothing but a political stunt, and in a time when we need to be protecting this planet, 
the USFS is betraying not just the modern zeitgeist, but the wishes of a clear majority from decades ago that 
forests like the Tongass deserve extra protection, not clear cuts and carbon emissions so Asian investors can 
make a tidy profit, and so the White House can disingenuously whittle away at the trade deficit because they 
have so far utterly failed to do so by any other means. 
 
 
 
I ask the USFS to treat these new proposals with the contempt they deserve, and give the vast majority of 
Native Americans what they have been asking for the last century: protect the wishes of the majority that these 
trees should be left to stand. 
 
 
 
[See attachment containing an image of trees in a forest] 
 
[Position] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of trees in a forest] 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3378 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Martin 
 
Groton, MA 01450 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Martin and I live in Cedar Falls, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Martin and I live in Cedar Falls, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dawn Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Martin and I live in Santee, California. 
 
 
Healthy forests are necessary to the survival of our planet 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Martin and I live in West Hamlin, WV. 
 
I live in a state that at one time was covered in miles of old growth trees, which were, in a period of a few 
decades, decimated. And it hasn't stopped! Today I have only to travel short distances to see more examples 
of clear cutting in my own neighborhood. What a waste! It's especially a waste if you let that awful practice 
become prevalent in the Tongass National Forest in Alaska. West Virginia or the Tongass National Forest - 
clear cutting is a wasteful and environmentally bad practice. And, furthermore, in my opinion, leave the national 
forests alone - to be enjoyed by the people, not to be used for corporate profits.I am writing to express strong 
opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. 
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Donna Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dr 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dr Martin and I live in Lochearn, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dr Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Drew 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose removal of the roadless rule in the Tongass National Forest. The removal of this rule would open the 
area to more activities that will harm the health of the salmon fisheries. These fisheries are significant 
contributors tot he economy and welfare to the people of Alaska and to industries around the world that depend 
upon the health of the native salmon fishery. 
 
 
 
I also believe that introduction of roads will increase sedimentation and reduce the productivity of salmon 
streams. 
 
 
 
Please do not change the existing rules that are protecting the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 2:02:17 PM 
First name: Drew 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Drew Martin and I live in Lake Worth, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am a lover of outdoor experiences and enjoy hiking. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change. A full exemption does not protect these 
priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by 
roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, 
hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain 
roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is 
important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Drew 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Drew Martin and I live in Lake Worth, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Drew Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Open this forest up to logging Period Alaska's Constitution should mean something the Federal government 
has at statehood had a Compact follow it! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elena 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elena Martin and I live in Newport, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elena Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emilie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emilie Martin and I live in Kanab, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emilie Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: flor 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Flor de Maria Martin 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, flor martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: FRANK 
Last name: MARTIN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is FRANK MARTIN and I live in Myrtle Beach, South Carolina. 
 
 
Clean air is more important than corporate profits! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, FRANK MARTIN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 9:14:15 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Frank Martin 
Myrtle Beach, SC 29577 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fred 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Fred Martin and I live in Charlotte, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Fred Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Friend 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Friend Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregg 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gregg Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Harry 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harry Martin and I live in Corvallis, Oregon. 
 
I have hiked, camped, swam, and generally loved being in the Tongass, a quiet place among quiet places. A 
forest that is filling a place that we humans cannot fully understand: a filter for our clumsy mistakes we have 
made in our atmosphere. Don't allow off-road nonsense to happen in the Tongass Forest! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Harry Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: [illebigle] 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5617 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I moved to Juneau last year and have seen the beauty of this forest for myself. The fact that it has not yet been 
ruined by the careless and short-sighted human race is a fact I hope will never change. 
 
Alaska is truly our last frontier. If we are to be more interested in money than conservation, we are a lost cause. 
The wildlife is plentiful, the fishing, the natural home for Eagles and so many more would not recover. 
 
If we are talking about money, then remember that the tourism in Southeastern Alaska is a huge source of 
income and a lot of that draw is the fact that you can walk off a cruise ship and into a forest in only a few short 
steps. Hiking trails start in town. Black bears come and go wihtout fear of people, and locals without fear of the 
bears. There is a glacier that is already shrinking due to the changes in its environment. I beg you to reconsider 
and preserve the country as it is there. There is no need to make way for roads when the beauty of the land is 
that it is a place one can still navigate on foot. Those unable to see it that way can fly over and enjoy it. No one 
need distrurb it with vehicles. 
 
The Tongass has tremendous value for outdoor recreation in the region, and also provides clean water, clean 
air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic and ecological health of Southeast 
Alaska. Road building, logging, and development should continue to be prohibited in the Tongass's roadless 
areas through upholding the Roadless Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after a lot of public outreach. It's a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jacqueline Martin 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The world is at a critical crossroad. Our government agencies can ignore climate science and destroy earth for 
future generations of humans, including our children and grandchildren. By reducing environmental protections 
in place now, we will be guaranteeing the untimely, suffering deaths of those we love. Protecting life that the 
Tongass National Forest supports is vital to protecting life on our planet. I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 
#1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Jeanne Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeanne Martin and I live in Seabeck, Washington. 
 
The name FOREST SERVICE implies that your organization should be engaged in services that help our 
forests. If your organization chooses to allow the removal of forest protection regulations, then the more 
appropriate name for the Forest Service would be FOREST DESTRUCTION SERVICES. Please, do the right 
thing for our forests, our planet, and life on earth. We are counting on you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jeanne Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffery 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongass wild! NO roads, NO development, NO exceptions. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3962 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeffrey Martin 
 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3962 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Jeffrey Martin 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jenna 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC736 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jerami 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
These are areas of nature that we'll never get back if they are cut down. Opening up the Tongass National 
Forest to logging is just following down an unsustainable path. This is just kicking the can down the road, giving 
future generations even more of a burden. Instead of looking for a quick way to make money, we should be 
investing in more sustainable solutions and alternatives to logging. Stop ruining our country by destroying these 
preserved areas. Stop ruining our climate by perpetuating deforestation and building more roads. Short term 
plans don't help economies. Look for a long term sustainable solution. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Martin and I live in Lodi, California. 
 
 
Trees clean our air let's not go back to gray air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jill Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill martin and I live in Collegeville, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Please protect us!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jill martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanne 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joanne Martin and I live in [@advCity], New York. 
 
 
TO KEEP OUR AIR QUALITY SAFE !!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joanne Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Martin and I live in Beltsville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Letter November 18, 2019 
 
Dear USFS, 
 
My name is Jon Andrew Martin and I live in Sitka Alaska. As a subsistence harvester, hunting guide, fishing 
guide, trapper, tourism based business owner, and biologist[mdash]I am strongly opposed to a full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule was smart, historic, and likely provided the most significant 
protection to ecosystems that were at risk. Maintaining intact old growth on the Tongass is the most prudent 
and logical direction to move considering the relationship between tourism, the fishing industry, and overall 
health of ecosystems. Our future in southeast Alaska communities is tourism and fishing; clear cut logging 
threatens this delicate balance and will have long-term negative impacts on both of these industries for the 
foreseeable future. My livelihood depends on intact ecosystems that promote tourism and protects fish and 
wildlife habitat. Building more roads in areas that we have traditionally used for subsistence harvest will have 
significant health and economic consequences for future generations of my family. 
 
Contrary to what the DEIS says, clear cut logging will have negative and irreparable impacts on fish & wildlife 
resources. Using the phrase "site specific effects" is a copout and misleads the public. Mountains of scientific 
research has demonstrated that clear cut logging has detrimental impacts on fish and wildlife habitat. Current 
federal stream buffer regulations do not protect fish streams as was stated in the DEIS. I challenge you to 
spend time in large watersheds where clear cut logging has occurred and you will see the impact that erosion 
and stream wandering has had on the anadromous fish habitat in these systems. For deer, young clear cuts 
may support deer while stands are in an early seral stage of succession in areas where snow doesn't have a 
strong influence on deer populations. But in regions of southeast Alaska where winter conditions drive deer 
populations, the removal of old growth winter refuge is detrimental for these animals. Further, as young clear 
cuts transition into the stem-excluded stage, the habit is virtually unusable for deer for many decades. To 
ameliorate the long[shy]term consequences of clear cut logging on deer, the USFS will have to spend untold 
amounts of money in the future on pre-commercial thinning, pruning, and gap placement in young growth. A 
recent economic study by the McDowell group demonstrated that tourism has become the most economically 
viable industry in southeast Alaska, outpacing even commercial fishing. Policy that fosters clear cut logging and 
road building moves our region in a direction that is counter to what we know[mdash]that is, tourism and fishing 
are the economic drivers of the future NOT logging, and the Tongass is a vast carbon sink which is of great 
significance with a changing climate. 
 
The USFS has lost the faith and support of many as a consequence of ignoring overwhelming public testimony 
that objects to the full exemption. You say this process is fair and that public comment will help guide the 
decision making process[mdash]this is a lie perpetuated by the Forest Service as evident by your 
recommendation for a full exemption. I ask the Forest Service to resist political pressure and do the right thing 
for the land and people who live in southeast Alaska[mdash]chose to leave the Roadless Rule intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jon Andrew Martin 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Martin 
Organization: SITKA FISH & GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Title:  
Comments: 
HC263 
 
SITKA FISH & GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 2019.2 
 
*A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE 2001 ROADLESS RULE / IN SUPPORT OF ALTERNATIVE 1 IN 
THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE-MAKING PROCESS* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
WHEREAS, the local Advisory Committees were established to promote and protect the common interest of 
Alaska's fishery and wildlife resources, which is a vital component of Alaska's social, economic, and ecological 
well-being; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Sitka Advisory Committee represents the voices of fish and wildlife users based in Sitka and is 
made up of representatives from the following stakeholder groups: hand trollers, subsistence resource users, 
hunting, seining, longliners, power trollers, conservation, trapping charter guides, resident sport fisherman, 
processors, hunting guides, and shellfish fishermen; and 
 
WHEREAS, the inventoried Roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest conserve natural diversity, serve 
as a bulwark against the spread of invasive species, protect healthy watersheds, provide climate change 
resilience, and help ensure the continued production of native species of fish and wildlife that rural communities 
and tribal citizens rely on for food, economic livelihood, and cultural identity; and 
 
WHEREAS, the community of Sitka and the various stakeholder groups on the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory 
Committee benefit greatly from fish and wildlife populations that are supported by the inventoried Roadless 
areas on the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, many Sitka residents obtain their livelihoods from economic activities including tourism and 
commercial fishing, which are highly dependent on a pristine and productive natural setting; and 
 
WHEREAS, the local use of Sitkans for fish and wildlife harvesting and guiding include the inventoried 
Roadless areas of Middle Kruzof Island, Chichagof Island lands bordering Hoonah Sound, Poison Cove and 
Ushk Bay, Salmon Lake, Kizuchia Creek, Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Lake Eva, and Hanus Bay, which would 
all lose their Roadless protections nder the proposed full exemption alternative; and 
 
WHEREAS, salmon and other marine resource populations are facing increased challenges from changing 
ocean conditions, climate change, ocean acidification, rising water temperatures in streams, and ocean 
warming events in the Pacific Ocean, and freshwater habitat development in the contiguous United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, Sitka black-tail deer populations are an important subsistence resource for community members 
that depend on the intact, old-growth forests and the large canopy they would support for winter habitat; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried Roadless areas support healthy fish and wildlife habitat and protect some of Sitka's 
highly productive streams and original intact forest areas that were not logged by the pulp mills; and 
 
WHEREAS, Roadless areas on the Tongass are essential to Southeast Alaska's way of life and represent 
some of the most spectacular and unique Roadless areas anywhere in the National Forest System and support 
hunting, fishing, customary and traditional uses, unparalleled outdoor recreation opportunities, and 
opportunities for businesses; and 
 
WHEREAS, the amount of carbon stored in teh intact old-growth forests and soils of the Tongass National 
Forest represent one of the highest carbon stores in the world, and the conservation of intact Roadless areas 



and old growth forests on the Tongass are essential for maintaining local and national climate resilience and 
slowing down climate change throughout the world; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Tongass provides a wide range of ecosystem services beyond carbon sequestration to 
residents and visitors alike on a 24/7 basis naturally and at no cost to the taxpayer; and 
 
WHEREAS, increased logging of old-growth forests in the existing Roadless areas of the Tongass would 
seriously impact the ability of the forest to provide these vital ecosystem services, such as clean water, clean 
air, stream temperature regulation, and healthy salmon and wildlife habitat; and 
 
WHEREAS, the commercial fishing industry and visitor industries that provide the economic backbone of 
Southeast Alaska depend on pristine, scenic vistas and healthy, productive watersheds; and 
 
WHEREAS, opening up Roadless areas for future development industrial-scale logging will actively work 
against the Tongass Transition and the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan Management, which was 
created after years of collaborative work between a diverse group of stakeholders; and 
 
WHEREAS, during the scoping process for the Alaska Specific Roadless Rulemaking process that was initiated 
by the Secretary of Agriculture in August 2018, Sitka and other communities throughout Southeast Alaska 
spoke out in strong support of the 2001 Roadless Rule, along with over 90% of the official scoping comments 
received strongly in support of maintaining the 2001 Roadless Rule on the Tongass National Forest; 
 
WHEREAS, the State of Alaska invested time, staff, and money to convene a stakeholder-led Citizen Advisory 
Committee in 2018 that provided recommendations and perspectives from different interest groups in 
Southeast Alaska on what a workable compromise for an Alaska Roadless Rule could look like; and 
 
WHEREAS, the proposed alternative of the Forest Service for a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule 
goes contrary to public opinion, the recommendations put forward by the Citizen Advisory Committee, the input 
from tribl governments, and input from local commercial fisherman and guides; and 
 
WHEREAS, the draft environmental impact statement does not sufficiently analyze the potential impacts to fish 
and wildlife populations or reductions in carbon sequestration and increased occurrence of climate change-
driven events that would result from increased ground disturbance activities that would become possible 
following a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that given long-lasting, fiscally irresponsible, and environmentally damaging 
impacts of any reduction in current Roadless Rule protections on the Tongass, the Sitka Fish and Game 
Advisory Committee strongly supports lasting protection for all inventoried areas on the Tongass National 
Forest as provided for in the 2001 Roadless Rule; and 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the economic livelihoods and subsistence harvesting of Sitka 
residents would be irreparably harmed by the effects of a full exemption from the Roadless Rule on the 
Tongass, which would lead to increased climate change, increased threats to fish habitat, and development 
occurring in pristine natural areas that contribute to the tourism potential and natural beauty of the Tongass 
National Forest; and 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee encourages 
the USFS to invest in programs, workforce development, and employment opportunities for Southeast Alaskan 
residents to restore the health and productivity of the Tongass National Forest's degraded watersheds and 
streams, as a means of supporting vital ecosystem services and econonic opportunities such as carbon 
sequestration, small-scale selective timber harvest, fish and wildlife population, natural vistas, visitor amenities, 
subsistence, hydrological resources, and more; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee asks that the Forest Service and 
Secretary of Agriculture adopt Alternative 1 ? the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE--and keep the 2001 Roadless 
Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
CERTIFICATION: 
 



PASSED and APPROVED by the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee this 13th day of November, 2019. 
 
[Signature] 16-Nov-2019 
 
Jon Martin, Chair, Sitka Fish & Game Advisory Committee 
 
ATTESTED: 
 
[Notary Stamp] [Signature] 11/16/19 
 
 
 
[Position] 
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Last name: Martin 
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HC5054 
 
SITKA FISH &GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 2019-2 
 
*A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE 2001 ROADLESS RULE/ IN SUPPORT OF ALTERNATIVE 1 IN THE 
ALASKA ROADLESS RULE-MAKING PROCESS* [Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
WHEREAS, the local Advisory Committees were estabiled to promote and protect the common interest of 
Alaska's fishery and wildlife resources, which is a vital component of Alaska'ssocial, economic, and ecological 
well-being; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Sitka Advisory Committee represents the voices of fish and wildlife users based in Sitka and is 
made up of representatives from the folliwing stakeholder groups; hand trollers, subsistence resource users, 
hunting, seining, longliners, power trollers, conservation, trapping, charter guides, resident sport fisherman, 
processors, hunting guides, and shellsih fisherman; and 
 
WHEREAS, the inventoried Roadless areas on teh Tonadd National Forest conserve natural diversity, serve as 
a bulwark against the spread of invasive species, protect healthy watersheds, provide climate change 
resilience, and help ensure the continues production of native species of fish and wildlife that rural 
communitites and tribal citizens rely on for food, econoic livelihood, and cultural identity; and 
 
WHEREAS, the community of Sitka and the various stakeholder groups on the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory 
Committee benefit greatly from fish and wildlife populations that are supported by inventoried Roadless areas 
on the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, many Sitka residents obtain their livelihoods from economic activeites including tourism and 
commercial fishing, which are highly dependent on a prostine and productive natural setting; and 
 
WHEREAS, the local use area of Sitkans for fish and wildlife havesting and guiding include the inventoried 
Roadless areas of Middle Kruzof Island, Chichanof Island lands bordering Hoonah Sound, Poison Cove and 
Ushk Bay, Salmon Lake, Kizuchia Creek, Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Lake Eva, and Hanus Bay, which would 
al lose their Roadless protections under the proposed full exemption alternative; and 
 
WHEREAS, salmon and other marine resource populations are facing increased challenges from changing 
ocean conditions, climate change, ocean acidification, rising water temperatures in streams, and ocean 
warming events in the Pacific Ocean, and freshwater haabitat development in the contiguous United States; 
and 
 
WHEREAS. Sitka black-tailed deer populations are an important subsistence resource for community 
memebers that depend on the intact, old-growth forests and the large canopy they support for winter habitat; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried Roadless areas support healthy fish and wildlife habitat and protect some of Sitka's 
highly productive streams and original intact forest areas that were not loffed by the pulp mills; and 
 
WHEREAS, Roadless areas on the Tongass are essential to Southeat Alaska's way of life and represent some 
of the most spectacular and unique Roadless areas anywhere in the National Forest Sytem and support 
hunting, fishing, customary and traditional uses, unparalledled outdoor recreation opportunities, and 
opportunities for busniesses; and 
 



WHEREAS, the amount of carbon stored in teh intact old-growth forests and soils of the Tongass National 
Forest represent one of the hight carbon stores in the world, and the consevation of intact Roadless areas and 
old growth forests on the Tongass are essential for maintaining local and national climate resilience and 
slowing down climate change throughout the world; and 
 
WHEREAS, the TONGASS provides a wide range of ecosystem services beyond carbon sequestration to 
residents and visitors alike on a 24/7 basis naturally and at no cost to the taxpayer; and 
 
Whereas, increased logging of old-growth forests in the existing Roadless areas of the Tongass would 
seriously impact the ability of the forest to provide these vital ecosystem services, such as clean water, clean 
air, stream temperature regulation, and healthy salmon and wildlife habitat; and 
 
WHEREAS, the commercial fishing industry and visitor industries that provide the economic backbone of 
Southeat Alaska depend on the pristine, scenic vistas and healthy, productive watersheds; and 
 
WHEREAS, opening up Roadless areas for future development industrail-scale logging will actively work 
against the Tongass Transition and the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan Amendment, which was created 
after years of collaborative work between a diverse group of stakeholders; and 
 
WHEREAS, during the scoping process for the Alaska Specific Roadless Rulemaking process that was initiated 
by the Secreatary of Agriculture in August 2018, Sitka and other communitiesthroughout Southeat Alasska 
spoke out in strong support of the 2001 Roadless Rule, along with over 90% of the offical scoping comments 
received strongly in support of maintaining thhe 2001 Roadless Rule on the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, the State of Alaska invested time, staff, and money to convene a stakeholder-led Citizen Advisory 
Committee in 2018 that provided recommendations and perspectives from different interest groups in Southeat 
Alaska on what a workable compromise for an Alaska Roadless Rule could look like; and 
 
WHEREAS, the proposed alternative of the Forest Service for a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule 
goes contrary to public opinion, the recommendations put forward by the Citizen Advisory Committee, the input 
from tribal governments, and input from local commercial fisherman and guides, and 
 
WHEREAS, the draft environmental impact statement does not sufficiently analyze the potential impoacts to 
fish and wildlife populations or reductions in carbon sequestration and increased occurrence of climate chagne-
driven events that would result from increased ground distrubance activites that would become possibile 
following a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that given long-lasting fiscally irresponsible, and environmentally damaging 
impacts of any reduction in current Roadless Rule protections on the Tongass, the Sitka Fish and Game 
Advisory Committee strongly supports lanting porection for all inventoried Roadless areas on the Tongass 
National Forest as provided for in the 2001 Roadless Rule; and 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED that the economic livelihoods and subsistence harvesting of Sitka 
residents would be irreparbly harmed by the effects of a full exemption from the Roadless Rule on the Tongass, 
which would lead to incread climate change, increaded threats to fish habitat, and development occurring in 
prostine natural areas that contribute to the tourism potential and nautral beauty of the Tongass National 
Forest; and 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee encourages 
the USFS to invest in programs, workforec development, and emplyment opportunities for Southeat Alaskan 
residents to restore the health and productivity of the Tongass National Forest's degraded watersheds and 
streams, as a means of supporting vital ecosystem services and economic opprtunities such as carbon 
sequestration, small-scale selective timber harvest, fish and wildlife populations, natural vistas, vistor 
amenities, subsistence, hydrological resrouces, and more; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVE, the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee askks that the Forest Service and 
Secreatary of Agriculture adopt Alternatice 1--the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE--and keep the 2001 Roadless 
Rule in place on the Tongass Natioal Forest. 
 



CERTIFICATION: 
 
PASSED and APPROVED by the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee this 13th day of Novermeber, 
2019. 
 
[Signature] 16-Nov-2019 
 
Jon Martin, Chair, Sitka Fish & Game Advisory Committee Date 
 
ATTESTED AND NOTORIZED [Signature] Date 11/16/19 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
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Last name: Martin 
Organization: SITKA FISH & GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Title: Chairman of the ADFG Sitka Advisory Committee 
Comments: 
SITKA FISH & GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE  
 RESOLUTION NO. 2019-2 
 
A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE 2001 ROADLESS RULE / IN SUPPORT OF  
 ALTERNATIVE 1 IN THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE-MAKING PROCESS 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
WHEREAS, the local Advisory Committees were established to promote and protect the 
 
common interest of Alaska's fishery and wildlife resources, which is a vital component of Alaska's social, 
economic, and ecological well-being; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Sitka Advisory Committee represents the voices of fish and wildlife users based in Sitka and is 
made up of representatives from the following stakeholder groups: hand 
 
trollers, subsistence resource users, hunting, seining, longliners, power trollers, conservation, 
 
trapping, charter guides, resident sport fishermen, processors, hunting guides, and shellfish fishermen; and 
 
WHEREAS, the inventoried Roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest conserve natural diversity, serve 
as a bulwark against the spread of invasive species, protect healthy watersheds, provide climate change 
resilience, and help ensure the continued production of 
 
native species of fish and wildlife that rural communities and tribal citizens rely on for food, economic livelihood, 
and cultural identity; and 
 
WHEREAS, the community of Sitka and the various stakeholder groups on the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory 
Committee benefit greatly from fish and wildlife populations that are supported by the inventoried Roadless 
areas on the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, many Sitka residents obtain their livelihoods from economic activities including tourism and 
commercial fishing, which are highly dependent on a pristine and productive natural setting; and 
 
WHEREAS, the local use area of Sitkans for fish and wildlife harvesting and guiding include the inventoried 
Roadless areas of Middle Kruzof Island, Chichagof Island lands bordering Hoonah Sound, Poison Cove and 
Ushk Bay, Salmon Lake, Kizuchia Creek, Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Lake Eva, and Hanus Bay, which would 
all lose their Roadless protections under the proposed full exemption alternative; and 
 
WHEREAS, salmon and other marine resource populations are facing increased challenges from changing 
ocean conditions, climate change, ocean acidification, rising water temperatures in streams, and ocean 
warming events in the Pacific Ocean, and freshwater habitat development in the contiguous United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, Sitka black-tail deer populations are an important subsistence resource for community members 
that depend on the intact, old-growth forests and the large canopy they support for winter habitat; and 
 
 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried Roadless areas support healthy fish and wildlife habitat and protect some of Sitka's 
highly productive streams and original intact forest areas that were not logged by the pulp mills; and 



 
WHEREAS, Roadless areas on the Tongass are essential to Southeast Alaska's way of life and represent 
some of the most spectacular and unique Roadless areas anywhere in the National Forest System and support 
hunting, fishing, customary and traditional uses, unparalleled outdoor recreation opportunities, and 
opportunities for businesses; and 
 
WHEREAS, the amount of carbon stored in the intact old-growth forests and soils of the Tongass National 
Forest represent one of the highest carbon stores in the world, and the conservation of intact Roadless areas 
and old growth forests on the Tongass are essential for maintaining local and national climate resilience and 
slowing down climate change throughout the world; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Tongass provides a wide range of ecosystem services beyond carbon sequestration to 
residents and visitors alike on a 24/7 basis naturally and at no cost to the taxpayer; and 
 
WHEREAS, increased logging of old-growth forests in the existing Roadless areas of the Tongass would 
seriously impact the ability of the forest to provide these vital ecosystem services, such as clean water, clean 
air, stream temperature regulation, and healthy salmon and wildlife habitat; and 
 
WHEREAS, the commercial fishing industry and visitor industries that provide the economic backbone of 
Southeast Alaska depend on pristine, scenic vistas and healthy, productive watersheds; and 
 
WHEREAS, opening up Roadless areas for future development industrial-scale logging will actively work 
against the Tongass Transition and the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan Amendment, which was created 
after years of collaborative work between a diverse group of stakeholders; and 
 
WHEREAS, during the scoping process for the Alaska Specific Roadless Rulemaking process that was initiated 
by the Secretary of Agriculture in August 2018, Sitka and other communities throughout Southeast Alaska 
spoke out in strong support of the 2001 Roadless Rule, along with over 90% of the official scoping comments 
received strongly in support of maintaining the 2001 Roadless Rule on the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, the State of Alaska invested time, staff, and money to convene a stakeholder-led Citizen Advisory 
Committee in 2018 that provided recommendations and perspectives from different interest groups in 
Southeast Alaska on what a workable compromise for an Alaska Roadless Rule could look like; and 
 
WHEREAS, the proposed alternative of the Forest Service for a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule 
goes contrary to public opinion, the recommendations put forward by the Citizen Advisory Committee, the input 
from tribal governments, and input from local commercial fishermen and guides; and 
 
WHEREAS, the draft environmental impact statement does not sufficiently analyze the potential impacts to fish 
and wildlife populations or reductions in carbon sequestration and increased occurrence of climate change-
driven events that would result from increased ground disturbance activities that would become possible 
following a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that given long-lasting, fiscally irresponsible, and environmentally damaging 
impacts of any reduction in current Roadless Rule protections on the Tongass, the Sitka Fish and Game 
Advisory Committee strongly supports lasting protection for all inventoried Roadless areas on the Tongass 
National Forest as provided for in the 2001 Roadless Rule; and 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the economic livelihoods and subsistence harvesting of Sitka 
residents would be irreparably harmed by the effects of a full exemption from the Roadless Rule on the 
Tongass, which would lead to increased climate change, increased threats to fish habitat, and development 
occurring in pristine natural areas that contribute to the tourism potential and natural beauty of the Tongass 
National Forest; and 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee encourages 
the USFS to invest in programs, workforce development, and employment opportunities for Southeast Alaskan 
residents to restore the health and productivity of the Tongass National Forest's degraded watersheds and 
streams, as a means of supporting vital ecosystem services and economic opportunities such as carbon 



sequestration, small-scale selective timber harvest, fish and wildlife populations, natural vistas, visitor 
amenities, subsistence, hydrological resources, and more; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee asks that the Forest Service and 
Secretary of Agriculture adopt Alternative 1 [mdash]the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE--and keep the 2001 
Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
CERTIFICATION: 
 
PASSED and APPROVED by the Sitka Fish and Game Advisory Committee this 13th day of November, 2019. 
 
[Image of signature] 
 
Jon martin, Chair, Sitka Fish & Game Advisory Committee 
 
[Image of Date] Date 
 
 
 
Attested: 
 
[Image of Notary Public Stamp] 
 
[Image of Signature] 
 
Date [Image of Date] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments. Roadless DEIS 
 
To whom it may concern. 
 
I empathize with the employees of the USFS. You are the best. I know you care deeply for the conservation of 
our precious public lands. I had a wonderful 35 year career in the agency. I was on the 2001 roadless core 
team. I worked on the Tongass for over 15 years in staff and leadership positions. Thank you for your service! 
 
I have several concerns with the "Alaska" roadless DEIS (R10-MB-867a October 2019). 
 
The agency preferred alternative does not meet the stated intent of providing a &quot;long-term, durable 
approach to roadless area management[hellip]". This alternative promotes the continued fight over clearcutting 
the best, biggest old growth trees. People in SE Alaska are tired of the fight. Game over. Move on to productive 
use of our collective energy and resources. Hundreds of person years have been invested in collaborative 
stakeholder efforts to find common ground leading up to the Tongass Plan revision and the "Alaska" roadless 
plan. This alternative disregards the interests of the people of SE Alaska and guarantees the fight will continue. 
Stop feeding the fight. 
 
The analysis fails to adequately address the environmental effects of opening up new areas to clearcutting old 
growth. For the most part, the focus of the timber program has been on harvesting the biggest, best and most 
accessible old growth. This has been going on for well over 50 years. The result is there are relatively few truly 
high quality large trees left in places like Prince of Wales island and other intensively managed areas of the 
Tongass. The agency will argue that the Tongass is so big and there are so many trees that harvesting a few 
more won't matter. The DEIS fails to disclose the impacts on fish and wildlife habitat due to opening up 
roadless areas that contain the biggest and best old growth. This will no doubt shift the timber program to 
remaining high quality old growth areas. In the words of FS people on the ground, this Roadless DEIS is a give-
away for Viking lumber on Prince of Wales island. 
 
The DEIS effects analysis shows very little difference between alternatives. This is due to the inappropriate 
scale of analysis on the effects particularly on fish and wildlife habitat. The Tongass is big, so just about any 
impact comparison that uses the size of the Tongass may be shown to be insignificant. These arguments are 
like saying that the watershed effects of the Greens Cr mine are insignificant when compared to all the 
watersheds in the United State, or Alaska for that matter. This can be a convenient argument if you are trying to 
convince the public that your decision won't have an impact. 
 
The DEIS argument that this roadless decision makes no site specific impact is a "cop out". The Tongass NF 
has invested thousands of staff years in mapping and analysis of timber harvest opportunities. The Tongass NF 
staff know where and how the timber sales will shift from lower quality trees to bigger, better old growth once 
the roadless areas are released. Your analysis failed to recognize that this decision will open the pathway to 
harvesting the best trees left (that the agency has full knowledge of and failed to disclose) and will result in 
significant associated losses of fish and wildlife habitat; particularly in areas like Prince of Wales that have been 
so heavily logged over so many years. 
 
The No Action alternative best supports the people, economy, and ecology of SE Alaska. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jon R. Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Letter November 18, 2019 

Dear USFS, 

My name is Jon Andrew Martin and I live in Sitka Alaska. As a subsistence harvester, hunting guide, fishing 

guide, trapper, tourism based business owner, and biologist—I am strongly opposed to a full exemption from 

the Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule was smart, historic, and likely provided the most significant protection to 

ecosystems that were at risk. Maintaining intact old growth on the Tongass is the most prudent and logical 

direction to move considering the relationship between tourism, the fishing industry, and overall health of 

ecosystems. Our future in southeast Alaska communities is tourism and fishing; clear cut logging threatens this 

delicate balance and will have long-term negative impacts on both of these industries for the foreseeable 

future. My livelihood depends on intact ecosystems that promote tourism and protects fish and wildlife habitat. 

Building more roads in areas that we have traditionally used for subsistence harvest wi ll have significant health 

and economic consequences for future generations of my family.  

Contrary to what the DEIS says, clear cut logging will have negative and irreparable impacts on fish & 

wildlife resources. Using the phrase "site specific effects" is  a copout and misleads the public. Mountains of 

scientific research has demonstrated that clear cut logging has detrimental impacts on fish and wildlife habitat. 

Current federal stream buffer regulations do not protect fish streams as was stated in the DEIS. I challenge you to 

spend time in large watersheds where clear cut logging has occurred and you will see the impact that erosion and 

stream wandering has had on the anadromous fish habitat in these systems. For deer, young clear cuts may 

support deer while stands are in an early seral stage of succession in areas where snow doesn't have a strong 

influence on deer populations. But in regions of southeast Alaska where winter conditions drive deer populations, 

the removal of old growth winter refuge is detrimental for these animals. Further, as young clear cuts transition 

into the stem-excluded stage, the habit is virtually unusable for deer for many decades. To ameliorate the long -

term consequences of clear cut logging on deer, the USFS will have to spend un told amounts of money in the 

future on pre-commercial thinning, pruning, and gap placement in young growth. A recent economic study by the 

McDowell group demonstrated that tourism has become the most economically viable industry in southeast Alaska, 

outpacing even commercial fishing. Policy that fosters clear cut logging and road building moves our region in a 

direction that is counter to what we know—that is, tourism and fishing are the economic drivers of the future NOT 

logging, and the Tongass is a vast carbon sink which is of great significance with a changing climate. 

The USFS has lost the faith and support of many as a consequence of ignoring overwhelming public 

testimony that objects to the full exemption. You say this process is fair and that public comment will help guide 

the decision making process—this is a lie perpetuated by the Forest Service as evident by your recommendation 

for a full exemption. I ask the Forest Service to resist political pressure and do the right thing for the land and 

people who live in southeast Alaska—chose to leave the Roadless Rule intact. 

 
Jon Andrew Martin 

 









Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
opening the tongas for more roads and logging is a irresponsible and destructive plan . this region is the 
property of american citizens not just the concern of locals or alsakan resource exploiters . more unsustainable 
corperate welfare is not in the best interest of anyone . 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Josh 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joy Martin and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Martin and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Martin and I live in Frederic, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie and I live in Lincoln, Nebraska. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karin Martin and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karin Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathie Martin and I live in Birmingham, AL. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathie Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Martin and I live in Topsham, Maine. 
 
 
We only have one earth so please protect it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ken Martin and I live in Newtown, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ken Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: kevin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Martin and I live in Kake, Alaska. I am a Tlingit and I've been living in southeast Alaska for 
38 years a I depend on the forest for all my hunting subsistence and food gathering like berries, spruce tips for 
tee, and it helps keep the rivers cooler for our fish and adds more protection for them also . I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global 
treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of 
resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 2: open up roaded roadless. It protects 
important fish and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering 
wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Admiralty 
Island, Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Wrangell and Etolin 
Islands, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, Prince of Wales Island, the southern 
mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the 
northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Chichagof Island, Baranof Island. I want the 
roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, 
and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kim Martin and I live in Lynnwood, Washington. 
 
 
Lets keep the Tongass pristine. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kim Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kyle Martin and I live in Huntington Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kyle Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kylie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kym 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Choose Alternative 1 on Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
I urge you to choose Alternative 1 on the Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
It is essential that we maintain the Roadless Rule in order to protect the fragile ecosystem it houses. Logging 
has already destroyed countless ecosystems in Alaska and beyond. Further encroachment on wildlife habitat 
will be equally detrimental. 
 
Our global ecosystem is already in crisis. Now is the time to PROTECT not further compromise untouched 
lands. According to the Juneau Empire, the Tongass forest houses at least 8 percent of the total carbon stored 
in all U.S. forests. The proposed logging of old-growth areas of the forest would &quot;be equivalent to putting 
an additional 4 million vehicles on the nation's roads and keeping them there for a century&quot; 
(https://environmentamerica.org/blogs/environment-america-blog/ame/tongass-national-forest-under-threat). 
 
The proposed changes to the Roadless Rule will impact Alaska's Tongass National Forest, an old growth forest 
that cannot be replaced and cannot be &quot;achieved through other means.&quot; 
 
It is imperative that we protect this land for your children and for mine. Choose Alternative 1 on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Liza 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Liza Martin and I live in Bellevue, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Liza Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louise Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1041 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative also would put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change, jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you.  
Regards, Marilyn Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
The Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) safeguards 15 million acres of roadless forest lands 
across Alaska's Tongass and Chugach National Forests. These publicly owned and managed national forest 
areas have been protected to conserve watersheds, wildlife habitat, and recreational values for the last two 
decades. Now, because of a petition submitted by the state of Alaska, the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) is considering removing these protections. 
 
Changing the Roadless Rule for Alaska could irreversibly threaten national forest lands across the state, from 
ancient forests including thousand-year-old Sitka spruce, western hemlock, and western red cedar. The 
Tongass also is home to endemic species including brown bears, wolves, eagles, black-tailed deer, and world-
class salmon habitat that support commercial and recreational fisheries. Once roadless areas are gone, they 
are gone forever. 
 
I urge you to maintain protections for Alaska's national forests. 
 
The proposed roadless rule action in the U.S. Forest Service's Draft Environmental Impact Statement would 
open vast tracts of America's remaining ancient forest to logging and road building. 
 
The Tongass National Forest contains nearly 10 million acres of Intact Forest Landscape (IFL)--the unbroken 
natural landscape of a forest ecosystem and its habitat. That amount is equivalent to more than half of the IFL 
in the lower 48 states and represents nearly 40 percent of the Intact Forest Landscape managed by the U.S. 
Forest Service that is left in this country. 
 
On average, the Tongass produces 28% of Alaska's annual commercial salmon catch and 25% of the entire 
west coast annual harvest. According to Forest Service estimates, the salmon industry generates $986 million 
annually. 
 
In an August 2019 letter to your office, Southeast Alaska fishermen and fisherwomen urged the Forest Service 
to select an alternative that broadly protects fish habitat, continues the phase-out of industrial-scale old-growth 
clear-cutting, and prioritizes the restoration of degraded watersheds and streams. 
 
Instead, the USDA and Forest Service have proposed renewing large-scale logging that would adversely 
impact Southeast Alaska's tourism and commercial fishing industries. 
 
If USDA moves forward with the proposed Alaska-Specific Roadless Rule, not only is the Tongass National 
Forest at risk, but Alaska's Chugach National Forest also is targeted. This plan allows a single federal 
bureaucrat to arbitrarily remove Roadless Rule protections from any of the currently protected 5.4 million acres 
in the Chugach, with no analysis of impacts and extremely limited public comment. This late-breaking addition 
underscores how the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rule is yet another process designed to turn over Alaska's 
public lands to clearcutting and other resource extraction companies. 
 
I urge you to stop the rollback of the important 2001 National Roadless Rule in Alaska and protect our national 
forests! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marilyn Martin 
 
Rockville, MD 20852 
 



 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marsha 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marsha Martin and I live in Gainesville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marsha Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martha Martin and I live in Kahului, Hawaii. 
 
 
Please don't remove protections against harvesting old-growth trees in Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Martha Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Martin and I live in Fort Myers, Florida. 
 
 
Clean air and water and the beauty of our forests must be protected for future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule: Please select Alternative 1, or No Action 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
As a resident of the Tongass National Forest, and the mother of a child born here in the Tongass National 
Forest this year, I'm writing to urge you in the strongest terms possible to maintain Roadless Rule protections 
for the Tongass National Forest and to select &quot;no action&quot; or Alternative 1. 
 
My partner and I were shocked, when looking at the maps provided by the Forest Service last year, to see 
particular places from which Roadless protections would be stripped under a full exemption. Some of our 
favorite hunting grounds for Sitka blacktail deer, for example, are up for the removal of roadless protections. 
This threatens not only the food security of many families we know, it threatens the future of the way we 
interact with this place. Will my partner be able to take our son hunting on the same mountains he grew up 
hunting? Not if they are opened up for clearcutting, roads, and industrial development. 
 
The Roadless Rule is working for Southeast Alaska, and the vast majority of people here want protections to 
stay in place. 
 
To add insult to injury, the USFS has not recorded public comment at the public meetings it has held this fall - 
and USFS representative Chris French had the temerity to tell attendees in Juneau that that the lack of 
opportunity to comment publicly is due to the USFS's desire to BETTER reflect people's wishes. This is a spin 
worthy of an Orwellian dystopia. In what world would depriving people who have made an effort to attend a 
public meeting of an opportunity to testify publicly constitute &quot;better&quot; representation of their wishes? 
 
The USFS has also consistently downplayed local opposition to the removal of Roadless protections. As just 
one example, the USFS written summary of in-person scoping comments in 2018 says that &quot;the 
majority&quot; of people testifying supported Roadless protections. That number was actually closer to 95 
percent, according to what the USFS told cooperating agencies. There is a huge difference between 51 percent 
and 95 percent, and it's unconscionable that the USFS, with the support of Alaska's elected leaders, is in effect 
trying to silence so many Alaska residents. 
 
The Tongass is the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world and the largest remaining intact temperate 
rainforest on Earth. Its old growth is essential habitat for Sitka blacktail deer, mountain goats, brown bears, 
black bears, and all five species of wild Alaska salmon. Wild salmon have disappeared across most of the rest 
of the Pacific Northwest, due in part to development and irresponsible logging practices. A study published in 
November from USFS scientists Adelaide Johnson and J. Ryan Bellmore quantifies the millions of dollars that 
the Tongass provides, for free, to the Alaska economy in terms of salmon produced by the forest and caught by 
the commercial fishing industry. I urge the USFS to take this study into account when considering a return to 
yesterday's destructive logging practices, which damage our modern-day economy. The clearcut old growth 
timber industry targets old growth, and road sedimentation damages salmon streams. Clearcut logging and 
roads also damages salmon streams other ways, even with mitigation efforts, like stream buffers, in place. In 
subsidizing the destruction of some of the Tongass's last remaining old growth, the USFS is also paying 
taxpayer dollars to damage Southeast Alaska's biggest economic drivers. The removal of Roadless protections 
would be a disaster for fisheries and for the visitor industry, Southeast Alaska's two biggest businesses, which 
contribute $2 billion annually to Southeast Alaska's economy. 
 
As a resident of the Tongass, I support sustainable harvest of the forest's trees - small scale, sustainable 
harvest, which is processed locally and which adds to our local economy. That, however, is not what is being 
proposed with the removal of Roadless protections in the Tongass. U.S. taxpayers already lose an average of 
$30 million a year in handouts to the timber industry here in the Tongass even with roadless protections in 
place. That's a total of $600 million over the last 20 years. If Roadless protections are removed, that number 
will skyrocket. 
 



Additionally, the Tongass is in the only national forest in which timber operators are still allowed to clearcut old 
growth. Under the current plan/Alternative 6, 165,000 acres of old growth will be targeted for clearcut. As our 
planet faces a climate emergency, it's unconscionable - and foolish - to pay taxpayer money to destroy one of 
our greatest resources in the war against climate change. It's also fiscally unwise; even if the USFS made 
money from selling clearcuts of our trees, which it emphatically does not, the USFS is throwing away 
opportunities for carbon storage or programs that could actually make money when it pays taxpayer money to 
enable timber operators to destroy one of our country's greatest carbon resources. 
 
All 57 projects applied for in the Tongass and the Chugach National Forests under the Roadless Rule have 
been approved. Community interties, hydroelectric projects, and other kinds of development are expressly 
allowed under the Roadless Rule. It is dishonest to claim, as some proponents do, that the removal of 
protections is in order to enable these projects. 
 
My family relies on the Tongass National Forest for recreational fishing, for deer hunting, and for gathering. As I 
speak, the stand up freezer in my home is filled with salmon, venison and blueberries all supplied by the 
Tongass National Forest. It's a large part of the reason many of us love this place: we can interact with the land 
in a way that has been forgotten in most of the Lower 48, where a blueberry is something you buy at the 
grocery store, salmon have long disappeared from your local streams, and public land on which to hunt is in 
short supply. 
 
Please: I urge you to choose Alternative 1, or NO ACTION, for the Tongass National Forest. Keep Roadless 
protections, which are working for the Tongass and its residents, in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mary Catharine Martin 
 
-- 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: maureen 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Martin and I live in Ft. Bragg, CA. 
My whole family is concerned about our earth and the allowing of poor policies to impact future generations. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, maureen martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Martin and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Stop clear cutting. We need to protect our forests 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melodie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melodie Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melodie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melodie Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melodie 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melodie Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: melodie 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is melodie martin and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, melodie martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melody 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melody Martin and I live in Norcross, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melody Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Martin and I live in Wheaton, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Martin and I live in Kendallville, Indiana. 
 
Leave the Tongass National Forest alone! The lumber industry has always known that timber was an 
unsustainable resource unless all the was clear cut in the past was never replanted. So lack of timber now days 
is the lumber industries fault for not using fore thought. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: michele 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is michele martin and I live in Hickory, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, michele martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: michele 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, michele martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC867 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Martin and I live in Palo Alto, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paris 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. Finally, during a time of indisputable climate and 
ecological crisis, it is critical we protect the Tongass for carbon sink ability and biological diversity which would 
be reduced if logging and roads were allowed within the Tongass. 
 
Regards, Paris Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: pat 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is pat martin and I live in Fort Collins, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, pat martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Martin and I live in Fort Worth, Texas. 
 
 
We all deserve CLEAN water. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Martin and I live in Haverford, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Theres wood available elsewhere 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Priscilla 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Priscilla Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Reid 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4050 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a steelhead fisherman, I understand the beauty and enjoyment of fishing wild streams, and I hope my 
grandchildren will have the opportunity to share that experience. I regret that our current national leaders seem 
to palce limited value on old growth forests and pristine environments to say nothing of the economic value of 
the fisheries that they support. I am sure that this leadership and perspective will soon change. Perspectives 
change over years, but old growth takes centuries. Please do not take action now that our future generations 
will regret for centuries. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Martin 
 
East Amherst, NY 14051 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4050 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a steelhead fisherman, I understand the beauty and enjoyment of fishing wild streams, and I hope my 
grandchildren will have the opportunity to share that experience. I regret that our current national leaders seem 
to palce limited value on old growth forests and pristine environments to say nothing of the economic value of 
the fisheries that they support. I am sure that this leadership and perspective will soon change. Perspectives  
change over years, but old growth takes centuries. Please do not take action now that our future generations 
will regret for centuries. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams.  
 
Sincerely,  
Robert Martin 
East Amherst, NY 14051 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Martin and I live in Fountain Hills, Arizona. 
 
 
Please stop destroying our national parks for corporate gains! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robin Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robin Martin and I live in Tallahassee, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robin Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rodney 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rodney Martin and I live in Lititz, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rodney Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ronald Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ronald Martin and I live in Oak Park, Illinois. 
 
The Trump administration needs to put the needs and health of our youngest residents ahead of the profits of 
big oil and gas. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ronald Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ronald Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ross 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Under no curcumstance should the Tongans, or any old growth forest be exempt from the roadless rule for 
logging and development. Old growth forests are some of the most valuable ecosystems on the planet, and the 
ecological services they provide far outweigh the potential profits from logging. Make a smart environmental 
and economic decision and keep the rule of law in place. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sallie 
Last name: martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, sallie martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please retain all roadless designations and protections in all roadless areas. We must retain roadless 
designations to protect our natural resources. Removing and violating these rules/laws weakens environmental 
legislation and reduces the efficacy of the entire program. Without roadless areas to insure critical ecosystem 
services, all wild areas will suffer and humanity will deal with reduced environmental conditions. Reducing 
environmental integrity only leads to hardship for those dependent on those environments for subsistence and 
income. Thank you for your time. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Scott Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shawn 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shawn Martin and I live in Oregon City, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shawn Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stacy 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stacy Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5291 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steve Martin 
 
Walnut, CA 91789 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tara Martin and I live in Walpole, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tara Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Martin and I live in Bellevue, Washington. 
 
 
I strongly oppose to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Martin and I live in Highland Park, Illinois. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is an absolute jewell and it is appalling to destroy such a gem for short term gain. 
Leave as a roadless and protected area. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thomas Martin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tobe 
Last name: Martin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tobe Martin and I live in Reno, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tobe Martin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Martin-Falanga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frances Martin-Falanga 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Martina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Martina and I live in Northglenn, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrea Martina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Martindale 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michelle Martindale 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cherie 
Last name: Martine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cherie Martine and I live in Chattanooga, Tennessee. 
 
 
Keep the wilderness a wilderness 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cherie Martine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: Martinelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6141 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 6:04:49 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please choose alternative 1 on the Alaska roadless rule.  
 
Do nothing and maintain the established  Roadless Rule, established two decades ago, protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat on federal lands, protects drinking water, and protects recreation and business 
opportunities, all of which are crucial to Alaska's communities and economy. The proposed changes to the 
Roadless Rule will impact Alaska's Tongass National Forest which is an old growth forest that once lost cannot 
be replaced and cannot be mitigated by after the fact efforts. Changing or repealing this rule will lead only to 
environmental degradation in these vital forest ecosystems. 
 
Sincerely 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1383 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brielle 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: c. 
Last name: martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, c. martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Martinez and I live in Cambria, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Martinez and I live in Saint Charles, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eric Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary H 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gavin 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gavin Martinez and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gavin Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: helena 
Last name: martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is helena martinez and I live in Pasadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, helena martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Martinez and I live in Coral Gables, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janie 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janie Martinez and I live in Cypress, Texas. 
 
 
Protect all our nature places. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janie Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Martinez and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1107 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [@kathy] [@martinez] and I live in [@grapevine], [@Texas]. 
To whom this may concern: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Martinez and I live in Greenwood Village, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Martinez and I live in Chandler, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: LESLIE 
Last name: MARTINEZ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: linda 
Last name: martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, linda martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:28:41 PM 
First name: Lorraine 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lorraine Martinez 
Indian Mound, TN 37079 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorraine 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorraine Martinez and I live in Indian Mound, Tennessee. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorraine Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maria Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mario 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mario Martinez and I live in Torrance, California. 
 
 
What we do today to preserve our wilderness, will ensure our future. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mario Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Martinez and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
Thanks! 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments!  
Regards, Melissa Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: NATALIE 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is NATALIE Martinez and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, NATALIE Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass N.F. is one of the true national treasures we have left.Temperate rainforest are rare and must be 
protected. Even cutting a small area damages the future of the entire forest. 
 
Climate change is killing this planet and destroying any of the natural systems that fight greenhouse gasses is 
equal to murder 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Martinez and I live in Lake In The Hills, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Priscilla 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Priscilla Martinez and I live in Bothell, Washington. 
 
 
We need to take better care of what is left of our environment, our wildlife, and our marine life. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Priscilla Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please just dont. Having a tiny bit of true wilderness, untouched by roads and logging is a wonderful thing. 
Please preserve what is left for future generations. Please. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne Martinez and I live in Mill Valley, California. 
 
Everyone, everyday, is exposed to these harmful chemicals. NOW it is time to put an end to their use. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Suzanne Martinez 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tara Martinez and I live in Bakersfield, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tara Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vilma 
Last name: Martinez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vilma Martinez and I live in Essex, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vilma Martinez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: [Illegible] 
Last name: Marting 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC347 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
As a christian concerned with God's creation, I ask that you commit to protecting Alaska's Tongass National 
Forest, (and the salmon that spawn there) 
 
Thank you for all that you do. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Illegible] Marting 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Martini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Henry Martini and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Henry Martini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Martini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Henry Martini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Martini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jim Martini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Martini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Martini and I live in Bluff, Utah. 
 
 
Please manage BENM at the same standards as other Nat'l Monuments. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Martini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Louis 
Last name: Martino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC303 
 
November 6, 2019 
 
Dear Secretary: 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of what wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for te 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Louis Martino 
 
[Signature] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Isabel 
Last name: Martins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Isabel Martins and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Isabel Martins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Olin 
Last name: Martinsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Olin Martinsen and I live in Bellingham, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I grew in SE alaska and know how valuable our forests are to the salmon and the wildlife. We cant do anything 
to jeopardize the health of our already suffering salmon streams! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, 
mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important 
to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas 
retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, perform restorative actions that support wildlife 
populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patsy 
Last name: Martinson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patsy Martinson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Martone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly Martone and I live in Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
I learned about the unique qualities of the Tongass many years ago during a speech before being awarded a 
college scholarship. Since then, I have always wished to visit and experience first-hand the beauty and awe of 
the ecosystem. Please do not ruin this valuable place. Its value is more than logging its resources. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kelly Martone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ray 
Last name: Martorano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ray Martorano and I live in Paso Robles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ray Martorano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ray 
Last name: Martorano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3659 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ray Martorano 
 
Paso Robles, CA 93446 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ray 
Last name: Martorano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3659 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Ray Martorano 
Paso Robles, CA 93446 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BARRY 
Last name: MARTS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is BARRY MARTS and I live in Inwood, West Virginia. 
 
 
Do your job. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, BARRY MARTS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Marty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brett Marty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Martz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have studied this topic from all perspectives. I am a big fan of sustainable logging and also spending time in 
nature's beauty. There are very few places left in the World that are as beautiful, diverse and seemingly 
untouched as the Tongass NF. There are a lot of places that are much better suited to clear/selective cutting of 
timber for resource management or fire prevention. Please don't mess with the Tongass and the Flora and 
Fauna that are so heavily reliant on it's predominantly untouched mature forest system. Leave the wild, wild at 
Tongass NF. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Setsuko 
Last name: Maruki-Fox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Setsuko Maruki-Fox and I live in Grants Pass, Oregon. 
 
 
Do not let big business rule our forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Setsuko Maruki-Fox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kym 
Last name: Marullo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kym Marullo and I live in Kenner, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kym Marullo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Marvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing in support of maintaining the status quo on the roadless area. Commercially harvesting timber and 
constructing the necessary infrastructure in a unique wilderness is not a wise use of public resources. I would 
encourage the reviewers to seriously weigh the benefits of maintaining the forest in a relatively undisturbed 
state including carbon sequestration, eco-tourism, and the negative impact development will have on other 
industries, like fishing. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Marvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Marvin and I live in Lewisburg, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Marvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Malena 
Last name: Marvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5533 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Malena 
Last name: Marvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1-the No Action Alternative, and strongly oppose removing protections for roadless areas 
of the Tongass National Forest. Here's why: 
 
 
 
1) Our federal Roadless hearing in Petersburg, Alaska was at capacity on a week night and all but one citizen 
participant spoke in favor of keeping the Roadless Rule on our forest. (The one person who spoke against the 
Roadless Rule acknowledged that road building has been responsible for loss of a robust Sitka Black-Tailed 
deer harvest on Mitkof Island!). As we learned at the public hearing: 
 
* global climate was not considered in the review process for this plan, 
 
* impacts to existing fisheries and tourism industries were not analyzed or reported 
 
* the Roadless Rule has never been used to deny a development permit on the Tongass National Forest and 
cannot be shown to have impeded any energy or mineral development projects 
 
* over 90% of 140,000 public comments opposed repealing Roadless protections 
 
 
 
2) In an unprecedented act of unity, six tribal governments in Southeast Alaska have formally opposed 
removing Roadless protections from the Tongass National Forest, including our neighbors to the north in Kake: 
https://www.juneauempire.com/news/southeast-tribes-unite-to-oppose-lifting-roadless-rule/ 
 
 
 
3) We build roads on the Tongass at enormous economic losses to American taxpayers. A new nonpartisan 
report from Taxpayers for Common Sense underscores this pattern, reporting that roadbuilding and timber 
sales have cost citizens $600 million over two decades, or $30 million annually. 
https://www.alaskapublic.org/2019/10/07/report-feds-lose-millions-in-tongass-timber-sales/ 
 
 
 
4) Roadbuilding in the rainforest has been shown to severely alter sensitive watershed hydrology, increasing 
turbidity and/or entirely redirecting or destroying small or ephemeral streams utilized by species like coho 
salmon. With hundreds of miles of neglected roads currently threatening coho habitat on the Tongass, taxpayer 
money is best spent restoring hydrology and rainforest function! 
 
 
 
As the owner of a direct market commercial fishing business in rural Southeast Alaska I strongly support 
management that explicitly protect and restores wild salmon habitat. 
 
 
 
5) Several scientific developments this year along point to the need to utilize all available regulatory structures 
to vigorously address the global climate crisis. First, the science consensus has emerged that preserving large 
tree forests stores more carbon than clearcuts followed by plantations: https://grist.org/article/leaving-trees-
standing-might-be-more-important-than-planting-new-ones/. Second, scientists have demonstrated that the 
Tongass plays an outsized role in global carbon storage: https://www.seattletimes.com/opinion/alaskas-old-
growth-forests-are-our-climate-change-insurance-policy/. Third, The latest climate reports as of November 



2019 underscore the urgency with which we must prioritize climate in all regulatory decisions: 
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/11/26/climate/greenhouse-gas-emissions-carbon.html 
 
 
 
It is time to direct federal subsidies and management on the Tongass toward a "just transition" for impacted 
Southeast Alaskan workers that focuses on boots-on-the-ground restoration of imperiled watersheds and 
enhancement of recreational infrastructure. 
 
 
 
Thank you so much, 
 
Malena Marvin 
 
Petersburg, Alaska 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: margarete 
Last name: marvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Forrest 
 
Pressures for industry to expand into the Tongass National Forrest for logging needs to be curbed. There are 
few absolutes in this life so the idea that something can be completely halted is doubtful, given the world of 
politics. However, we must build the case for not selling out to logging. We must preserve what is one of the 
most special and beautiful and necessary places on earth, the Tongass National Forrest. Old growth trees, 
birds, bears, sea life all exist in harmony in nature with a minimum of human input. Don't allow the lust for for 
money to rule the day. Don't elect those to power who sell out the Forrest for a position in government. 
 
I have visited this forest in 2016 and again in 2019. I am in favor of holding sacred that which God created and 
being good stewards to that creation. Education can go a long way to change hearts and minds about this 
National Treasure. 
 
Sincerely, Margarete Marvin 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Becca 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
I was born and raised in the Tongass rainforest in Juneau, Alaska. This is land that has remained untouched 
for thousands of years. Please do not be a part of the destruction of an ecosystem that has been perfected 
over generations; Mother Nature has worked very hard. The land provides for the salmon, for the deer and bear 
and trees that make Alaska what is it today. It is not your land to touch. Many people live off the land, including 
the Tlingit shimshian, and Haida people. The sustainable way of life has been instilled in them, and it's all they 
know. They have it figured out. With no forest, no home, this is impossible to do. I urge you to value culture, the 
lives that thrive around you, and sustainability over money. Please. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Becca Marx 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Becca 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6266 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
*I [drawing of a heart] Juneau* [text underlined for emphasis]! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and contributes to climate 
change. This forest is one of the last remaining "lungs" of the Earth. Each and every tree contributes to carbon 
sequestration. 
 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Janet Marx 
 
Port Angeles, WA 98362 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louisa 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louisa Marx 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louisa 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louisa Marx 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Marx 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: nicki 
Last name: marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is nicki marx and I live in Taos, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, nicki marx 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rani 
Last name: Marx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.Short-sighted environmentally suicidal move. No, no, 
no!!!  
Regards, Rani Marx 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Maryanski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Maryanski and I live in Voorhees Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
Protect our forests the right way.. clear cutting isn't correctly maintaining a forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Maryanski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Marye 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Maryniak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Maryniak and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
How is it that the American people vote for something and before you know it, someone else gets in office and 
thinks that they can just reverse what we already decided does not work for us. Let's not take steps backwards. 
We can't just keep destroying everything on this earth. Common sense, people!!!!!!!!! All the money in the world 
will not reverse Mother Earth when she decides she will not take it any more! California, for example. Let's see 
you control the situation over there, President Trump! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Pat Maryniak 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Maryott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Maryott and I live in Juneau, Alaska. Born and raised in Juneau and Im 32. The forest is vital 
to Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian peoples whose land the Tongass is on. Cedar bark weaving, we have the last 
largest forest in the country and as soon as we open it up, its no saying how bad it could get. This is not a 
decision that should be made without consulting local tribes. This is their land and it is because of their 
respectful stewardship that its still healthy. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because 
I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my subsistence harvesting, 
foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of 
the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate 
change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations hunting, fishing. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer 
dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Admiralty 
Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), all of the inventoried roadless areas on 
the Tongass Yakutat forelands, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Kupreanof 
Island, the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to 
Dixon Entrance Chichagof Island, Baranof Island. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will harm the 
environment and be burden/contribute to economic disparity as Alaskan Natives who subsist will have fewer 
resources with the fish and deer, etc die off in these areas due to industry greed.. The State of Alaska says that 
a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not 
help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies 
that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure transition to second 
growth logging devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Maryott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm a local Juneau resident and member of the Tling[iacute]t (Haines, AK) and St[oacute]:lo (Hope, BC, 
Canada) Indian tribes. The Tongass is a vital foundation not only of our Native people's way of life, but the 
wildlife and ecosystems within and around it. I fear for the well-being and future of our people and our land 
which has been historically taken from us either swiftly or slowly over time, with no reparations or mutual 
agreement. It would behoove the US Forest Service to start thinking about the long term cultural and ecological 
effects on populations whom have already endured thousands of years of colonization and oppression. Please 
do not repeal the roadless rule. There are other power alternatives like wind and hydroelectric that we can 
continue to build on energy saving and sustain us in more ecological forms. I urge my Alaskan congressman 
and representatives and the rest of the United States legislature to conserve the largest temperate rainforest in 
Alaska, last remaining intact in the world and home to many species of endangered and rare flora and fauna. 
Alaska Natives and First Nations people rely on salmon, berries, and other forms of subsistence foods 
harvesting as well as cedar bark for cultural crafts like weaving. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Marzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Marzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Marzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Marzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Marzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC801 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Marzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6450 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Alaska. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and camping, to our 
tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the roadless areas of 
the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Marzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1189 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Marziotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the roadless areas the way the are. There is no excuse for allowing a pristine area of forest to be 
destroyed for short term profit. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Regis 
Last name: Mas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Regis Mas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Toni 
Last name: Masaitis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Toni Masaitis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nzingha 
Last name: Masani-Manuel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nzingha Masani-Manuel and I live in Detroit, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nzingha Masani-Manuel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Masching 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
All of your action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement regarding the Roadless Rule in the 
Tongass National Forest allow more roadbuilding and logging across the Tongass National Forest. Opening 
roadless areas to more logging and roads fragments the forest and eliminates old trees that wildlife rely on. 
Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on 
investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife 
watching, and tourism opportunities. It is well past time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber 
industry and instead bolster protections to the old-growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. 
 
Select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Amy Masching 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Masciarelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do NOT log any part of Tongas National Forest. Please keep Roadless and Wilderness. Please stop logging in 
the forest and all National Forests. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mascioli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Mascioli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mascioli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Mascioli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Masek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M Masek and I live in Danville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, M Masek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: Maselli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is June Maselli and I live in New Haven, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, June Maselli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Masetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janet Masetti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Masin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Howard Masin and I live in Ballwin, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Howard Masin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alessandra 
Last name: Masini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alessandra Masini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richie 
Last name: Masino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richie Masino and I live in Del Mar, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richie Masino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Maske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Maske and I live in Oshkosh, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Maske 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: maske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary maske and I live in Crutchfield, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary maske 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Maslana 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Maslana and I live in Pleasanton, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Maslana 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Maslanko 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Maslanko and I live in Hamilton Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Maslanko 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Maslin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Maslin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Maslin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Maslin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brittany 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carl 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carl Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chloe 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chloe Mason and I live in Shaw Island, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care about the Tongass National Forest because I believe public lands should remain public and unaltered. 
We are facing a climate crisis and continuing put out public lands in jeopardy is adding to the problem. The 
Tongass is an incredibly diverse place, I grew up hearing stories about it from my dad who spend quite some 
time there. About its pure wildness and the wildlife. Not only do we want to protect the Tongass, we need to. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the 
forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support alternative 1, no logging in the Tongas National Forest. 
 
This is a precious resource we need to protect, for the Alaskan 
 
Wildlife and for the health of our planet. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Curtis 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Mason and I live in Clearwater, Florida. 
 
 
Please, Protect drinking water. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Grace 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Grace Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Grace 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Grace Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaila 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Mason and I live in Southfield, Michigan. 
 
 
That place is sacred, don't let it be destroyed. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:26:08 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Mason 
Sebewaing, MI 48759 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Mason and I live in Sebewaing, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luther 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Luther Mason and I live in Durham, North Carolina. 
 
Trump and his Administration are dead set on undoing crucial protection laws put in place my none other than 
the Obama Administration just because Trump don't like to follow restriction oversight rules to protect the 
public, period! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Luther Mason 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marty 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Roadless Rule is working. The only access needed is to healthier ecosystems and restoration of the 
habitats previously impacted by clearcut logging and road-building. Conveniently, that work can be 
accomplished from the already-existing 5,000 miles of logging roads in the Tongass. Keep the Roadless Rule 
as is. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marty 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marty Mason and I live in Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
 
I oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The 
Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marty Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mason and I live in Fairborn, Ohio. 
 
The destruction of our beautiful wild places has to stop. These places should be saved as our national heritage 
for future generations!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Mason 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Scott Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Scott Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephanie Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tamara 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from him and his administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we cannot let it disappear.  
As you know, the Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and 
its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health 
of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
Thank you for doing the right thing - keeping the Tongass alive and well, not leaving a depleted and destroyed 
barren landmass.  
Regards, Tamara Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Mason 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Mason and I live in Midlothian, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Mason 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Masonis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5109 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I had the great fortune of spending the entire fail in 1994 working in the Tongass. It was an experience I will 
never forget, primarily because of the magnificent forests and fis-bearing rivers. I have been back several times 
to fish and have also had the opportunity to fish in New Zealand, Canada, Chile and Argentina. I can say 
without hesitation that the Tongass ecosystem takes the cake. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Masonis 
 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nasir 
Last name: Masood 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nasir Masood 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Masotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Masotti and I live in Clinton, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katherine Masotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Masotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Masotti and I live in Clallam Bay, Washington. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katherine Masotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Masotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Masotti and I live in Clinton, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katherine Masotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Masri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holly Masri and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
Don't cut down these trees-- we need them ALIVE!! Converting them into money is incredibly greedy and 
shortsighted, wantonly wasteful, destructive and just plain stupid and greedy. Don't you WANT the human race 
to have a future on this planet? Don't you want the planet itself to have even a chance of recovering from what 
we've done to it? Then leave the Tongass ALONE!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Holly Masri 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: OMAR 
Last name: MASRY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ayn 
Last name: Massa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
With the Amazon burning, it is even more essential that we protect the forests that we have left. Lets not let 
these magnificent animals go the way of the white Rhino and other species who's habitats were destroyed but 
human recklessness. The earth belongs to all creatures, not just the most destructive and greedy ones. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ayn Massa 
 
Austin, TX 78746 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Massa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Massa and I live in Newburyport, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Massa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Massar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Massar and I live in Oyster Bay, New York. 
 
 
Please, Alaskas protect the Tongass National Forest from the clearcutting of countless century-old trees. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Massar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Massar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Massar and I live in Ronkonkoma, New York. 
 
I've never seen an administration like this one sell out every protection law on the books, human rights, voting, 
environment, food, safety, health, medical. Is there anything else you can eliminate to enhance your personal 
gains?? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Peter Massar 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Meg 
Last name: Massaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Meg Massaro and I live in St. Augustine, Florida. 
 
A clean environment is not a partisan issue. It is a human issue. We must preserve and enhance the bounty of 
the planet. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Meg Massaro 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Massengill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phil Massengill and I live in Flora, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phil Massengill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:36:39 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Massengill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Phil Massengill 
Flora, IN 46929 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Massengill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Massengill and I live in Clayton, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Massengill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: carolyn 
Last name: massey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is carolyn massey and I live in Quincy, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, carolyn massey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Massey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claire Massey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Massey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claire Massey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: EILEEN 
Last name: MASSEY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is EILEEN MASSEY and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, EILEEN MASSEY 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: H. 
Last name: Massey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, H. Massey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Massey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Massey and I live in Alvin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Massey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Massey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose the Proposed Rule which will exempt the Tongas National Forest from the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule fights climate change. The Roadless Rule protects old growth that is essential to protect the 
ecosystem of the Tongas. Do not remove Tongas from the Roadless Rule. We already know what 
deforestation does to the climate, do not let "progress" cloud better judgement. 
 
Thank you 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: rhonda 
Last name: massey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do option 1. There never are enough protections to keep the vital watersheds safe. Salmon are already 
starting to be in trouble globally. We must help them and not cause more harm. Thank you 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Val 
Last name: Massie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC87 
 
July 27, 2019 
 
Hi There! 
 
I'm an Alaska Crossings field guide & Work for AK Fish & Game up the Stilane River. Our tripping arch covers 
Etolin Island to Blake Channel, the Stikine River to Bushy shrubby and Deer Island. Our work is based on 
wilderness and we live in the forest, canoeing from island to island. Please no more forest service roads! Keep 
the Tongass Roadless! 
 
-Val Massie, SEARHC AkCorssings 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Massimo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Massimo and I live in Broomall, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Massimo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Massing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann Massing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Candace 
Last name: Mast 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Candace Mast and I live in Raymond, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Candace Mast 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Mast 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joyce Mast 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Mast 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joyce Mast 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Mast 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M Mast and I live in Jacksonville, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, M Mast 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Mast 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sara Mast and I live in Bozeman, MT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I am an artist in Montana and have spent a lot of time in Alaskas natural beauty, which I treasure. I want to 
protect Tongass Natl Forest to preserve both wildlife and habitat for current and future generations. Wild lands 
that are not carved up by industry but remain contiguous are the the best for our remaining big game, who 
need room to roam without interruption. Please DO NOT allow the Tongass old growth forests to be destroyed 
for the sake of profit and greed. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Mastaloudis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Angela Mastaloudis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Masterman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robin Masterman and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I attend Mt. Edgecumbe and have been living in Sitka 
for the past three years. As a student, I am taken on recreational activities throughout Sitka and all of them 
depend on the forest, the rivers, and local trails. I am a senior and would like future generations of Mt. 
Edgecumbe students to be able to enjoy the same activities that I have. I value the beauty of the forest and 
much of my family depends on it for subsistence food. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, practicing my culture, the status of 
the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate 
change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations fishing, hunting, recreating. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Kuiu Island, Kupreanof 
Island, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance the central mainland from Hobart Bay to 
Stikine River, Admiralty Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Because so many 
locals depend on the forest. The forest holds spiritual and cultural importance to many local tribes, local 
businesses would be heavily negatively impacted, and our forest is our last defense against climate change.. 
The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Masters 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Henry Masters and I live in Heber City, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Henry Masters 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kerry 
Last name: Masters 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Select No Action for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please select the "no action" alternative. 
 
The Tongass is our wildest remaining national forest, home to wolves, grizzly bears and salmon. The old 
growth trees serve as a carbon-reserve. 
 
Please maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kerry Masters 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerry 
Last name: Masters 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kerry Masters 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Masters 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Master and I live in Orcas, WA, 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Masters 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Masters 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Masters 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rik 
Last name: Masterson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rik Masterson and I live in Honokaa, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rik Masterson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Mastin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To gas's logging 
 
In response to President Trump's desire to open logging, I say no! We need to leave old growth alone. Logging 
is a violation by humans of land protected by our laws. There is enough going on in the lower 48 that is easier 
to manage. Alaska is a very harsh environment of which only a few months would be conducive to working in. 
Then you have the cost of transportation. I just can't see any positive benefits to this raping of the land. I'm a 
avid Trump supporter but not in this effort. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Mastin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lindsey Mastin and I live in Castleton, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lindsey Mastin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Mastin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lindsey Mastin and I live in Castleton, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lindsey Mastin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Mastracchio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Mastracchio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Mastracchio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Mastracchio and I live in Highland Beach, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Mastracchio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Mastracci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kathy 
Last name: Mastrandea 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kathy Mastrandea and I live in Henrietta, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kathy Mastrandea 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jess 
Last name: Mastrella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No action alternative to the tongass roadless rule. 
 
I support the "NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE TO THE TONGASS ROADLESS RULE" 
 
Jessica Mastrella 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: L 
Last name: Mastrella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1023 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I *live* [text inderlined for emphasis] and *work* [text inderlined for emphasis] on the lands and waters of the 
Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in 
this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and camping, to our tourism and *commercial fishing* 
[text underlined for emphasis]-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the roadless areas of the 
Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 *Roadless Rule remain in place* [text 
underlined for emphasis] on the Tongass National Forest. A *no-action* [text double underlined for emphasis] 
alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue *phasing out old growth* [text 
underlined for emphasis] clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority 
areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. This forest is a *salmon forest,* [text underlined for emphasis] and the 
Forest Service should focus on *restoring* [text underlined for emphasis] degraded watersheds and fish 
streams. WILD FORESTS PRODUCE SALMON 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: L 
Last name: Mastrella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC97 
 
USFS- Keep the Tongass NF Roadless. Choose the NO-ACTION alternative! I'm a 29 year resident + 
commercial troller-longliner-Hanies, Port Alexander. I've raised 3 kids fishing, hunting, hiking, berry picking, 
cleaning up beaches, growing food, going to UAS-JNU. We need our forest intact, wild, + producing salmon! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Mastrella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Choose NO ACTION alternative 
 
USDA: 
 
In just a few words I can summarize the important reasons for selecting the NO ACTION alternative and 
keeping the Roadless Rule intact on the Tongass National Forest: 
 
SALMON. VISITOR ECONOMY. CLIMATE STABILITY. 
 
Our Senators Sullivan and Murkowski and Congressman Young and our Governor Dunleavy entirely fail to 
represent the people of Southeast Alaska by encouraging the USFS to roll back Roadless protections for the 
Tongass. The years of heavily taxpayer-subsidized large scale logging are long gone and our communities 
have moved on artfully with a strong, diverse mosaic of entrepreneurship. Commercial and sport fishing, robust 
visitor industry, and many small businesses now drive the economy of Southeast Alaska and all are entirely 
dependent upon intact old growth forest wilderness. As we have been saying for years, visitors don't come here 
to see stumps. Our wilderness is our biggest asset. 
 
Southeast Alaska has been my home since 1990. For 29 years I have commercial fished from Dixon Entrance 
to Cape Suckling for salmon, halibut, sablefish, shrimp, crab, and herring. My partner and I have raised five 
kids fishing. All five have attended the University of Alaska- three for marine biology, one for diesel mechanics, 
an RN. All are still in Southeast and all are involved in commercial fisheries. Over the years we have lived in 
Port Alexander, Sitka, Juneau, and Haines, and fished out of all of those communities and additionally Pelican, 
Tenakee Inlet, Petersburg, Wrangell, Craig, and Point Baker. We understand Southeast Alaska from end to 
end; it is our home. We have used the Tongass National Forest heavily everywhere we've been for subsistence 
hunting and gathering and for recreation. We have seen firsthand the relationships between intact old growth 
forest and healthy fish and deer populations. We have also seen blocked culverts on old logging roads 
preventing salmon passage upstream. We have seen areas trashed by the large scale clear cut logging of the 
past. We have been advocating for a healthy, wild Tongass National Forest all these years and we will continue 
to defend it. 
 
The Tongass National Forest now has global importance, too, as a major region of carbon sequestration. 
Report after report from the scientific community all over the world warns us in no uncertain terms of the 
climate cliff we are hurtling toward. It's beyond comprehension that the current Administration and also State of 
Alaska leadership fail to use the knowledge and factual information of the world scientific community in making 
land use decisions. This is real and it is now. We need the trees of the Tongass standing. To regress to large 
scale logging of the past would be an act of insanity given what we now know about the urgent need to cool the 
planet. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please choose the No Action Alternative and keep the Tongass 
National Forest Roadless. 
 
Laurie Mastrella 
 
Haines, Alaska 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: francis 
Last name: mastri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is francis mastri and I live in Monroe, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, francis mastri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Mastro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia Mastro and I live in Elizabeth City, North Carolina. 
 
I have been to Alaska and hiked in its magnificent forests; how dare you consider opening the Tongass to more 
logging. Native American rights, wildlife, and tourism -- now and in the future-- are more important than the 
paltry proceeds from logging. 
 
I have strong opposition to rolling back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cynthia Mastro 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jaime 
Last name: Mastrobuoni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Jaime ] [Mastrobuoni] and I live in [Guilford], [Connecticut]. 
 
Stop ruining our planet for your personal gain. The people are paying attention despite your lies and we will not 
tolerate your utter disrespect for the only planet we can call home so you can enrich yourselves. Its disgusting 
and you shouldn't be able to sleep at night when everyone of your regulation rollbacks destroys the 
environment and the health of the American people. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jaime Mastrobuoni 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Mastrodemos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nick Mastrodemos and I live in La Canada Flintridge, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nick Mastrodemos 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mastroni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1164 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mastroni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 10:51:55 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mastroni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Mastroni and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have ived in Sitka for 6 months and appreciate the 
inherent value and rights of the forest. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my subsistence harvesting, 
foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, the status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation 
of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying 
nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for 
future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Admiralty Island, Chichagof Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for passive or active watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat, low-impact 
recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing . It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of so many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative.. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mastroni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mastroni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mastroni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CAROL 
Last name: MASUDA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CAROL MASUDA and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
Please protect our forests before it's too late. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CAROL MASUDA 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Masur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
These national forest lands should not be logged or otherwise despoiled. 
 
In this era of climate change, there is no alternative to conservation. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Geraldine 
Last name: Mata 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5486 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Geraldine Mata 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: mercedes 
Last name: mata 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is mercedes mata and I live in Riverside, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, mercedes mata 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Mata 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Mata and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
I want my grand kids to enjoy the beautiful forests, trees, and the wildlife that depend on these forests just as 
you have. Destroying the forests destroy all life that depends on them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Patricia Mata 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nico 
Last name: Matallana 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
December 17, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless RuleUSDA Forest ServiceP.O. Box 21628Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
RE: U.S. Forest Service Proposed Rule, "Special Areas, Roadless Area Conservation: National Forest System 
Lands in Alaska" 
 
Dear Forest Service Rulemaking Team, 
 
Thank you for allowing the public to comment on this proposed rule. I am an ecologist that has worked on plant 
monitoring and restoration efforts for both the Forest Service and National Park Service. I have studied plant 
communities in disturbed their areas, and observed how their restoration compares with reference, undisturbed 
sites. It has been my position to observe long-term effects of human disturbance on ecosystems, and one fact 
has clearly stood out - once we disturb a natural system, it will never be the same. 
 
As an ecologist that has worked for the Forest Service and Park Service, I believe that the Forest Service's 
stated preferred action (to exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule) will put this ecological haven at 
risk of irreparable destruction. 
 
I urge the USDA Forest Service to instead take Alternative 1 (No Action), so that the protections remain in 
place to keep the landscape from further irreparable damage. 
 
The great rainforest in the Tongass NF provides an enormous carbon sink for our atmosphere. Opening it to 
the possibility of logging puts the carbon stored in the timber and soil at risk of being released back into our 
atmosphere, contributing to climate change. 
 
The non-partisan, non-profit group Taxpayers for Common Sense (TCS) found in a 2019 analysis that between 
the years 1999 and 2018, timber programs have cost the American taxpayer $600 million, after adjusting for 
inflation. To expand logging operations in the Tongass NF would reliably increase expenses for the federal 
government, and its taxpayers. 
 
I appreciate your consideration in your process of determining the ideal path to move forward. Please consider 
the long-term effects of your decision on the climate, rainforest, and taxpayers. Protect these resources for the 
future by choosing the No Action alternative. 
 
Sincerely,Nicolas Matallana 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Matalone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Matalone and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
Stop the insanity! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frank Matalone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Matanga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jane Matanga 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Matar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adam Matar and I live in Asheville, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Adam Matar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Matarin-Bessiron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Matarin-Bessiron and I live in Brison-saint-innocent, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anne Matarin-Bessiron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcy 
Last name: Matasick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska and 
elsewhere. Choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at grave risk, threaten 
access to clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time 
when the state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to put the public 
interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the Roadless rule in place unchanged.  
Regards, Marcy Matasick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Matatall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6437 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Matchett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Megan Matchett and I live in Smyrna, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Megan Matchett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gayle 
Last name: Mateer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gayle Mateer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harald 
Last name: Matej 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harald Matej and I live in Shaker Heights, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Harald Matej 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bear 
Last name: Mateja 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bear Mateja and I live in Lakewood, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bear Mateja 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Mateja 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Mateja 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Mateja 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Mateja 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Mater 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robin Mater and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robin Mater 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Materi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Materi and I live in Novato, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Materi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Mates and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Mates 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pascal 
Last name: Matheis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pascal Matheis and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pascal Matheis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kaia 
Last name: Matheny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6298 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Matheny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Project. This land should remain in the hands of the indigenous 
people and should not be exploited for its natural wonders. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mather 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mather 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mather 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mather 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mather 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1313 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mather 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Mather and I live in Lorton, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Mather 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: Matherne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christy Matherne and I live in Metairie, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christy Matherne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mathes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Mathes and I live in Rio Rico, Arizona. 
 
 
Leave the earth, trees and animals alone 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Mathes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Matheson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Matheus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Matheus and I live in Stevenson Ranch, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Matheus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Manoj 
Last name: Mathew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Take no action. Do not provide an exemption to the Salmon Forest. It would be detrimental to the environment, 
Alaskans and the the very mission of the forest service. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brianna 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brianna Mathews and I live in Poland, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brianna Mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carole Mathews and I live in Dunwoody, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carole Mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Conor 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don Mathews and I live in Tiburon, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don Mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Holger 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holger Mathews and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Holger Mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: janie 
Last name: mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is janie mathews and I live in Mobile, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, janie mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Old growth forests are a priceless national treasure. I had the good fortune of seeing the old growth section of 
The Great Smokey National Forest and because of this I honestly don't think there is anything on earth more 
special --like heaven. Furthermore, I can't conceive of a reason to harm an old growth forest in the least. 
Please don't allow another pristine forest and it's inhabitants to come to harm. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennifer Mathews 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennifer Mathews 
 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marsha 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do any decision-makers in this process know what happened in forests in Northern California? I could write 
and ramble for an hour about logging across the country during the 20th century. Suffice to say, there are no 
longer loggers with skill and training to do the work in such a remote, undeveloped location. That being the 
whole point; proposed commercial exploitation in Tongass will be the most difficult, destructive, wastefuland 
ultimately non-lucrative endeavor forest product companies have ever undertaken. The market wont support 
them. We are at a tipping point, where extractive and consumptive patterns will be changed by the 
inevitabilities of climate change. Life, and therefore the market is changing. And shareholders won't be happy 
about all the risk.Its absolutely imperative that Tongass National Forest remains as it is now, protected from 
exploitive private corporate for-profit use. Its a national treasure, and we demand it be preserved for its 
traditional native use and natural beauty, and contribution to a healthy environment. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Mathews and I live in Beaufort, South Carolina. 
This is going backwards when we need to be finding ways to keep these green spaces. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska so that oil companies can benefit.  The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented 
public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass 
National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming 
public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mathews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Mathews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Mathewson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sally Mathewson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Mathewson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sally Mathewson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Mathias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: COLIN 
Last name: MATHIESON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mathieson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mathieson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Mathis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mathis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kate Mathis and I live in Niederwald, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kate Mathis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Mathis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not allow access, logging, or any commercial activity in the Tongass.  It is sacred space. 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Larry Mathis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Audrey 
Last name: Mathison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Audrey Mathison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: audrey 
Last name: mathison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is audrey mathison and I live in Raytown, Missouri. 
 
STOP DESTROYING CULTURAL SITES AND CRITICAL HABITAT. Donald Trump is ruining our country!!! He 
must be stopped. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, audrey mathison 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: john 
Last name: mathwin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Clear cutting anywhere is environmentally destructive, but to do it in old grow forest is a crime. Please leave the 
Tongass forest as it is, without roads. This is a wilderness area and it should remain so. 
 
 
 
In addition this area will provide help in our battle against global warming should we not cut down the trees. 
 
 
 
Thanks 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Franklin 
Last name: Matias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Franklin Matias and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Franklin Matias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcel 
Last name: Matias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marcel Matias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fateha 
Last name: Matin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fateha Matin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Matini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Matini and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
In this day and age with the scientific proof we have, knowledge of sustainability and technology it is extremely 
irresponsible to even consider this repulsive loophole proposal for the Clean Air Act! Think about our future on 
our planet and find better ways to make money instead of destroying the environment for profit! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carolyn Matini 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Conrad 
Last name: Matiuk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1136 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Conrad 
Last name: Matiuk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Conrad 
Last name: Matiuk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Conrad 
Last name: Matiuk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Conrad 
Last name: Matiuk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Matlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in opposition to altering or lifting the Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. The Rule was 
established in this area to preserve biodiversity and robust habitat in this pristine forest, If roads are built, 
natural corridors developed by animal movements within their habitats will be destroyed. If built, roads will 
make for convenient and cheap exploration and exploitation of forest resources which always disrupts the 
complex ecosystems which took untold thousands of years to become established. There is no evidence these 
patterns of life can ever be replaced. Finally, wild places such as the Tongass magnify the human spirit and 
enrich the life stories of people who spend time in those places and, their descendants. Please do nothing to 
mar or multilate the Tongass for short term economic gains. Respectfully, Margaret Matlin, Salt Lake City 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thelma 
Last name: Matlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thelma Matlin and I live in Reno, Nevada. 
 
The Tongass is special because it is an old growth forest and protects our water and air. It is also home tp 
many species of plants and animals. We need to protect our natural resources. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thelma Matlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Matney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Matney and I live in Marshfield, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cheryl Matney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Matney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Matney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Matoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Matoff and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
You ruthlessly and recklessly cut down this forest and you can KISS this planet goodbye because you have just 
accelerated the warming of this planet by double digits! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, David Matoff 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Liz 
Last name: Matos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Liz Matos and I live in Wilmington, Delaware. 
 
Our earth is such bad shape as it is...we need to do everything to protect her. Including not cutting down the 
Tongass. I visited there and it would be a sin to do destroy it and all the precious animals that call this place 
home. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Liz Matos 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roxanne 
Last name: Matra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Roxanne Matra 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Matracia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep our natural lands natural! Do not allow development of any kind in Tongass. I support Alternative 1 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgeanne 
Last name: Matranga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Georgeanne Matranga and I live in Port Jefferson Station, New York. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for your attention to my profoundly grave concerns.  
Regards, Georgeanne Matranga 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 8:37:34 PM 
First name: Georgeanne 
Last name: Matranga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Thank you for your attention to my profoundly grave concerns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Georgeanne Matranga 
Port Jefferson Station, NY 11776 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgeanne 
Last name: Matranga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
Thank you for your attention to my profoundly grave concerns.  
Regards, Georgeanne Matranga 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Matranga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sue Matranga and I live in Lombard, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sue Matranga 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kalle 
Last name: Matso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kalle Matso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Matso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3353 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Matso 
 
Old Forge, PA 18518 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BoLars 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leah 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
SEQUESTER *CARBON* [text underlined for emphasis]! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leah 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
SEQUESTER *CARBON* [text underlined for emphasis]! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leah 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1254 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 
SEQUESTER *CARBON* [text underlined for emphasis]! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leah 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
SEQUESTER *CARBON* [text underlined for emphasis]! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leah 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
SEQUESTER *CARBON* [text underlined for emphasis]! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1133 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendy Matson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Matson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendy Matson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Matsov 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Request paper copy of draft EIS Roadless Rule 
 
Hello Mr. Tu, 
 
Would it be possible for you to mail a paper copy of the draft Environmental Impact Statement Rulemaking for 
Alaska Roadless Areas and all supporting documentation to the address below? 
 
Much appreciated, 
 
-- Annie Matsov 
 
______________________________________ 
 
Anne E. Matsov, Chief of Resources 
 
Klondike Gold Rush National Historical Park 
 
National Park Service 
 
Skagway, AK 99840 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vicky 
Last name: Matsui 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vicky Matsui and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Your policy change will promote further income disparity and shorten life expectancies. Executives &amp;amp; 
shareholders "save money", which is not required to be passed wholesale to customers/consumers. So I pay 
more to breath poisons and toxins and pay higher medical costs. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Vicky Matsui 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mari 
Last name: Matsumoto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mari Matsumoto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mari 
Last name: Matsumoto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mari Matsumoto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mari 
Last name: Matsumoto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mari Matsumoto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: Matsuoka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christy Matsuoka 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Matt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3507 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ryan Matt 
 
Truckee, CA 96161 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Matta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Matta and I live in Riverview, Florida. 
 
 
Please for God's sake leave this area alone  quit destroying wildlife and our earth for fucking GREED 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Matta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Mattaini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Mattan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steve Mattan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Mattan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steve Mattan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Mattan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steve Mattan and I live in Southampton Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steve Mattan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mattei 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Mattei 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brianne 
Last name: Mattern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brianne Mattern and I live in Raeford, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brianne Mattern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Betty 
Last name: Matterson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Betty Matterson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Matteson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Matteson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Logan 
Last name: Matteson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gudrun 
Last name: Matthaus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gudrun Matthaus and I live in Punta Gorda, Florida. 
 
 
Please, do not destroy our natural home! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gudrun Matthaus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Matthes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Matthes and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in Sitka since July, 2002. I depend on the forest 
in many ways. Living in southeast Alaska is expensive, and one of the ways we have managed to live here is 
through a partial subsistence lifestyle. We have an old cheap boat that we use to catch salmon and halibut. The 
salmon cannot live without a healthy forest ecosystem; that has been well established. I hunt, which provides 
food for our family. I have "walked" old clearcuts, and know that former clearcuts are not deer habitat at all. 
They are dead zones. 
 
 
 
Many of our friends and fellow community members derive their living from the forest, and what it provides. I 
value the forest for its beauty and its wildness; I know that many of our tourists come here for those exact same 
reasons. 
 
 
 
Please prioritize the long-term sustainability of wild salmon, wild animals, and wild forest over the short-term 
subsidized cash grab of wholesale logging. Please keep the Roadless Rule in effect in the Tongass, and help 
us keep our Tongass healthy. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass 
as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, fiscal 
responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption 
does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of 
roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding 
will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The Tongass 
National Forest is vital to southeast Alaska. It provides everything that is essential to life in southeast: views 
which people remember their entire lives, even if they only visit once; wildness, that is rarely found elsewhere 
on Earth; wild animals, that are taken sustainably for subistence use; they are the backdrop to our 
communities. The forest literally holds the land together; without it, landslides will be even more devastating. 
 
 
 



Wherever roads have been built in southeast Alaska, outside of communities, the forest has been deeply 
impacted and destroyed. We were told clearcuts would grow back in a short time period; this is absolutely 
untrue. Clearcuts will take centuries at least to begin providing meaningful habitat, and many will not grow back 
for thousands of years, because the soil has been lost without the protection from erosion that an intact forest 
provides. 
 
 
 
Please keep the Roadless Rule in effect in the Tongass National Forest.. The State of Alaska says that a full 
exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help 
create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that 
are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/25/2019 9:48:40 PM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Matthes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Erin Matthes and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in Southeast Alaska for 13 years. I live here 
with my husband, our 8 year old son, and our dog. We depend on the Tongass for hunting, berry picking, and 
hiking and camping with friends and family. It is the most beautiful forest I've ever visited and I want it to remain 
protected for my son and for generations to come. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, 
subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of 
the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate 
change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It would leave the 
Tongass vulnerable to the devastating impact of building roads and clearcutting on habitat and the animals that 
live here.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Matthew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elaine Matthew and I live in Grand Forks, North Dakota. 
 
Trees are the best weapon we have for combating climate change. We need to protect the ones we have and 
plant more rather than cutting them down. There is NO PLANET B. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elaine Matthew 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jackson 
Last name: Matthew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment 
 
I want to begin by saying that I know this Roadless Rule issue is the result of political pressure from high up in 
the Forest Service, and that I know and respect the people and the work of our local Forest Service 
representatives. I'm testifying so you can pass this up the chain of command, and hopefully have an impact. 
Many other folks will testify about why the Tongass needs to remain roadless. You've already heard from us on 
that; more than 90% of public comments in the last comment period opposed the Forest Service's proposed 
rule change in favor of keeping the current Roadless Rule. We've already had this discussion. The Supreme 
Court ruled in 2001. A well considered consensus was reached as recently as 2016 in the TLMP. So I have to 
wonder out loud - why do you keep wasting our time? I know the Forest Service's timber agenda is no stranger 
to wastefulness. Apparently Sonny Perdue has no qualms about continuing to subsidize logging roads at the 
expense of tax-payer dollars, salmon habitat, the tourism industry, and our local way of life. The Forest Service 
had no issue wasting $200,000 to pay the Alaska Forest Association, which represents less than 250 people, 
for their &quot;input&quot; on this process. That comes out to about $800 per person. But real Southeast 
Alaskans don't need to be paid to tell you how we feel. We've said it over and over again. We've said it in a 
hundred thousand public comments, hundreds of hours of public testimony. So I've got this to say to your 
process. Quit wasting our time and start respecting our voices. We are furious that the Forest Service keeps 
threatening our communities way of life, forcing hundreds of us to come out and testify over and over again. 
How many times do we have to speak up before you listen? 
 
This effort to change the Roadless Rule is another shameful chapter in the Forest Service's shameful history of 
wastefully enabling coorporate greed. The Forest Service has many important missions to fulfill, such as 
preparing the Tongass for second growth harvest, cleaning up the mess from the bad old days of clearcutting, 
enhancing recreation opportunities, and protecting fish and wildlife habitat, missions which I wholeheartedly 
support. But attempts to change the Roadless Rule undermine all of those other valuable missions, and it won't 
succeed anyways. We will sue and we will protest, the Forest Service's reputation will be tarnished and it's 
credibility eroded, it's precious time and resources diverted from valuable work to defend a stupid, useless and 
corrupt agenda. So please, quit ignoring our testimony, quit wasting everyone's time, and keep the Roadless 
Rule the way it is. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jackson 
Last name: Matthew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule Comment 
 
To whoever actually reads these comments, 
 
Let me be clear at the beginning for the dozenth time, the roadless areas of the Tongass should stay roadless. 
Forever. The Supreme Court ruled in 2001. The public spoke loud and clear during the 2016 TLMP process. 
We like the roadless rule. It is the best thing for Southeast. It supports sustainable fisheries and tourism and 
our way of life. I'm sick and effing tired of having to comment about this over and over again. Whoever you are 
reading this, I'm sure its not your fault, but I am fucking furious that ossified special timber interests keep 
putting this on the table. Keep it roadless. Forever. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allison Matthews and I live in Alpharetta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Allison Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Matthews and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Craig Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The 2001 Roadless Rule for Alaska which protects the Tongass National Forest in its entirety, should be 
maintained. In this era of increasing carbon dioxide emissions and climate change, forests lands must be 
protected. I vehemently oppose the destruction and logging of any of the old or new growth trees in the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Matthews and I live in Rockville Centre, New York. 
 
 
I writ as a parent, early childhood educator and advocate, and person of faith. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jen 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3792 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jen Matthews 
 
Eugene, OR 97401 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jen 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3792 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Jen Matthews 
Eugene, OR 97401 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Matthews and I live in Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
 
Please protect our forests 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerin 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kerin Matthews and I live in Port Orchard, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kerin Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larissa 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larissa Matthews and I live in Plainview, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larissa Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leslie Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leslie Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslis 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Matthews and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
clearcutting of our oldest trees robs the earth of protection, and our forests of their "mother" trees on which they 
depend for health. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marilyn Matthews 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melissa Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: nan 
Last name: matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is nan matthews and I live in Pacifica, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, nan matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Quaid 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Look I'm not even a democrat trying to hug trees, nor am I a Conservative looking to hunt some big trophy hunt 
and hang a rack on my mantle. I'm an average guy looking to keep some parts of our country wild. I get your 
going to have a ton of these but please hear us. We are losing too much land to development and industry. 
Hunters or not, we need to keep some of our lands free and clear if human civilization. It's not our job to 
conquer the world, we need to maintain a balance between wildlife and humans. There isn't a NEED to access 
these lands, strictly the obsession of more money and power by those who see to benefit from access this wild 
country. 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Spencer 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Spencer Matthews and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
What's good for the environment is good for the economy. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Spencer Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a lifelong US citizen, former Boy Scout and ex military, and strong supporter of conserving natural 
resources, and visitor on multiple occasions to SE Alaska and Tongass NF, I am ADAMANTLY OPPOSED to 
changing the regulations in the Tongass to allow roadbuilding and clearcut logging. This from a Trump 
supporter on most issues. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this issue. 
 
 
 
Stephen Thomas Matthews 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tina 
Last name: Matthews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tina Matthews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Matthewson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3570 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Donald Matthewson 
 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Matthewson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Matthewson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3570 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Donald Matthewson 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louisa 
Last name: Matthias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louisa Matthias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Matthias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511 
 
Dear Secretary: 
 
Keep The Tongass wild and roadless. DO NOT take action that removes the roadless areas from the Tongass. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Nick Matthias 
 
Stevensville, MT 59870-6041 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Matthias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep The Tongass wild and roadless. DO NOT take action that removes the roadless areas from the Tongass. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Matthies 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Matthies and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
 
Retain the Roadless Rule.  These trees and this extraordinary wilderness needs to remain. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrea Matthies 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Mattice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Mattice 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Mattina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Mattina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgia 
Last name: Mattingly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Georgia Mattingly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgia 
Last name: Mattingly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Georgia Mattingly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgia 
Last name: Mattingly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Georgia Mattingly and I live in Longmont, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Georgia Mattingly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Mattingly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michele Mattingly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mattioda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Mattioda and I live in Del Mar, California. 
 
 
Be wise stewards of the trees our friends. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Mattioda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randy 
Last name: Mattison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Randy Mattison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Mattke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Mattke and I live in Redmond, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Mattke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Al 
Last name: Mattos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Al Mattos 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heloisa 
Last name: Mattos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heloisa Mattos and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heloisa Mattos 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Billy 
Last name: Mattox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Billy Mattox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Mattox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Mattox and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Mattox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Mattson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mattson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mattson and I live in [@advCity], Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Mattson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Mattson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Mattson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: mattson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard mattson and I live in Cumming, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard mattson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Mattsson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kelly Mattsson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: bill 
Last name: matturro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is bill matturro and I live in Bradenton, Florida. 
 
 
Also, increase incentives for solar power for customers. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, bill matturro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Matulich-Rowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrea Matulich-Rowe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vicki 
Last name: Maturo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vicki Maturo and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vicki Maturo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Matusa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paula Matusa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Matusoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Matusoff and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
Enough is enough. Stop Trump's assaults on the Earth. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cathy Matusoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Meghan 
Last name: Matyas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6134 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Meghan 
Last name: Matyas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4934 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
rainbird trail! 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Matyazic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Matyazic 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Matyazic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Matyazic 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Matysik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5335 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
While I am too old to walk Alaskan wilderness trails, I would like my children and grand children to be able to 
enjoy the Alaskan wilderness experience. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kenneth Matysik 
 
Minneapolis, MN 55410 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Matz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Matz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Matz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3613 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Eric Matz 
 
Reading, PA 19609 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Matz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Matz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Matz and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Matz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tamara 
Last name: Matz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tamara Matz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Matzek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm reminded of Senator Barry Goldwater who voted for damming the Grand Canyon. He took a trip before the 
water buried so many beautiful sites. He commented, if he had seen them before he voted, he would have 
voted against it. Maybe someone could convince our Narcisstic President, or some major Republican's players 
to visit the Tongass before they vote. Even asking them might make them think. I have two Nephews, and a 
niece that are residents of Alaska, half Eskimo-if that matters. And, I've visited Alaska twice and admired the 
pristine Tongass. Your web site by the way is difficult to understand. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nanette 
Last name: Mauabat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4991 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Mauck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Mauck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Mauck and I live in Rochester, New York. 
 
 
The Tongans National Forest is irreplaceable. I urge you continue to protect it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Mauck 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Maudal 
Organization: Maudal Musical Machines 
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do *not* open up the Tongass to logging! Do not undo the roadless wilderness policy. In the face of 
global climate change, there is no excuse for this. There aren't even good *business* reasons for it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:07:33 AM 
First name: Ariel 
Last name: Mauldin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ariel Mauldin and I live in Albuquerque, NM. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
The natural world is sacred and essential to the survival of all we know. We must protect it. We absolutely must 
be better, stronger and more effective than those before us! 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports the recreational opportunities it provides. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Mauldin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Mauldin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Mauldin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Mauldin and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rachel Mauldin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Maule 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ruth Maule and I live in North Bend, Washington. 
 
 
We need more forests, not less! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ruth Maule 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gal 
Last name: Maume 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gal Maume 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Maunez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No development in our National Parks is necessary. We need to put the money into alternate energy sources. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Maupin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edward Maupin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Isabelle 
Last name: Maurandy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Isabelle Maurandy and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Isabelle Maurandy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cameron 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darlene 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darlene Maurer and I live in Cle Elum, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Darlene Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorothy Maurer and I live in Blue Bell, Pennsylvania. 
 
Once you destroy it its too late to ever get it back! Is money our new god? Were on the road to total disaster! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dorothy Maurer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hillary 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hillary Maurer and I live in West Branch, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hillary Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
In the last days of the Clinton Administration I not only signed but gathered hundreds of signatures on a petition 
asking the Forest Service to stop mining, logging and road building in our National Forests. These petitions 
were turned over to the Clinton Administration via the head of the US Forest Service now retired living in 
Wisconsin. This issue was reopened for public comment by the Bush administration and the results were then 
ignored. 
 
I am now even more against the above mentioned actions due to the increased frequency of extreme weather 
events caused by global climate change. Our forests are the lungs of our planet. They along with our oceans 
sequester much of the co2 that is produced by the burning of fossil fuel and other carbon based materials. The 
shrinking of these "carbon sinks" is not in the interest of any living beings on Planet Earth. 
 
Allowing further logging and clearing of trees for mining and road building just exacerbates the effects of global 
climate change and I am against these activities. 
 
The small amount of money the Government receives for the sale of timber and mineral extraction in no way 
offsets the cost of dealing with the effects of climate change. JM Milwaukee, Wisconsin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanne 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joanne Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joe Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:47:30 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. How can a government 
agency reverse an action taken by congtrss? 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Maurer 
Emeryville, CA 94608 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Stop destroying nature.  I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule 
protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the 
Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their 
culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joseph Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Maurer and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Once the rain forests are gone, they're gone; truly tragic! All the money on Earth won't bring them back; please 
don't let it take them and such vital beauty away! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lisa Maurer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Maurer and I live in Wynnewood, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Maurer and I live in Southgate, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Maurer and I live in Skokie, Illinois. 
 
This administrations policies on so many things, lack integrity and global concern. I am mortified being an 
American these days and feel so sorry for the future of our planet because of this arrogant, uniformed, 
hypocritical, self-serving administration. Shame on America. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan Maurer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tim Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:09:45 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tim Maurer 
Anaheim, CA 92808 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tim Maurer and I live in Anaheim, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tim Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Maurer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tim Maurer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Mauri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sara Mauri and I live in Arlington, Virginia. 
 
 
There is no planet B! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sara Mauri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clinton 
Last name: Maurice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Clinton Maurice 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Maurice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ken Maurice 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Maurice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ken Maurice and I live in Anchorage, Alaska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ken Maurice 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Mauriello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Megan Mauriello and I live in Lebanon, New Jersey. 
 
Proper protection of the Tongass National Forest is crucial to the economy of Alaska, the health of its 
ecosystems, and the state of the planet at large. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Megan Mauriello 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Mauriello Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Maurizzio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Maurizzio and I live in Narrowsburg, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jennifer Maurizzio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: Mauro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tony Mauro and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tony Mauro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mausbach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1120 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mausbach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mausbach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mausbach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mausbach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Maust 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongass roadless for wildlife 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the [ldquo]no-action[rdquo] alternative instead of 
allowing roads and other damaging construction in this area so important to wildlife. This is short-sighted and 
destructive. Once forests are logged, the habitat is forever altered. 
 
There is little to no justification or documented support for removing protections. Once again, capital and capitol 
interests are trying to serve a tiny segment of the human population and destroying habitat through 
fragmentation and pollution of all kinds. 
 
I urge US Forest Service to listen to the public and respect the rights of all species who live in the Tongrass. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jean Maust 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karl 
Last name: Mauzey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karl Mauzey and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karl Mauzey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Mavroides 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sally Mavroides and I live in [@advCity], Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sally Mavroides 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Mawhorter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jerry Mawhorter and I live in Royal Oak, Michigan. 
 
Trump and his minions are out to destroy this country and must be stopped now. we have no other place to go 
so we have to protect what we have. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jerry Mawhorter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maddy 
Last name: Mawner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6004 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Max 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3142 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am a former employee of the Tongass National Forest, and have traveled the world. This is one of the most 
unique natural habitats left on earth. The uncontrolled logging in the '70s devastated much of Southeast, 
leaving a patchwork of forest and clearcuts. Please help protect the relatively small amount of intact natural 
spaces left for future generations. History will commend you for making the right decision on this one. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gary Max 
 
Everett, WA 98203 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Max 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3142 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee:  
 
I am a former employee of the Tongass National Forest, and have traveled the world. This is one of the most 
unique natural habitats left on earth. The uncontrolled logging in the '70s devastated much of Southeast, 
leaving a patchwork of forest and clearcuts. Please help protect the relatively small amount of intact natural 
spaces left for future generations. History will commend you for making the right decision on this one.  
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Gary Max 
Everett, WA 98203 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: patricia 
Last name: max 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is patricia max and I live in Camp Verde, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, patricia max 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: blake 
Last name: maxam 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
There are alternatives to any timber that could be harvested from the Tongass National Forest, even if it could 
be without vast Taxpayer subsidies, which would likely be impossible. 
 
There is, however, NO alternative for the Tongass itself. Not only is there nothing else like it on earth but its 
contributions to its area's economy and natural splendor make it a huge asset for Alaska and, thus for our 
country. 
 
Essentially Trump is proposing to decimate an important area of a state, at great taxpayer expense, in order to 
reduce the economic, cultural and environmental benefit that the area provides... and, essentially, create a 
wasteland. 
 
More than that, Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan 
Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, blake maxam 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Maxanr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Maxanr and I live in Harvard, Massachusetts. 
 
 
I am absolutely opposed to clearcutting in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Maxanr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Maxedon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edward Maxedon and I live in Nashville, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edward Maxedon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: casee 
Last name: maxfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is casee maxfield and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, casee maxfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Maxfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Maxfield and I live in Danvers, Massachusetts. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela Maxfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Maxon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cree 
Last name: Maxson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cree Maxson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Maxson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gary Maxson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Maxson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gary Maxson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Maxson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gary Maxson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stewart 
Last name: Maxson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allen 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allen Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Denise Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katharine 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Katharine Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Keith Maxwell and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Keith Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain the Roadless Rule. We need you to protect our environment and to serve the best interests of 
the American people, not oil or gas or any other industry exploitation of our lands. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Maxwell and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
Stop it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamelia 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
?I strongly support Alternative #1 which will take NO ACTION and will leave all of Alaska under the 2001 
Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. I am appalled that action is being considered to build 
any roads or harvest any timber in the Tongass. 
 
Pamelia Maxwell 
 
La Conner WA 98257 
 
Sent from pamelia's iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Raechel 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3072 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections intact for the 
Tongass National Forest. Old-growth forests like the Tongass are powerful tools for fighting climate change - 
they store carbon, protect wildlife, and support local communities that rely on tourism and recreation. The 
Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal Government has 
ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves untold 
millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of 
the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and 
logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Edmonds, WA 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Samantha 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Samantha Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Woody 
Last name: Maxwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Woody Maxwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcia 
Last name: Maxwell-Douglass 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marcia Maxwell-Douglass 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amber 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not take away anymore of our forests and trees to make money. The earth needs as much help as it 
can get, and razing 1000 year old trees is not the answer. This is purely for profit. Stop destroying beneficial 
ecosystems for short term money making schemes. Your grandchildren will thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: ANNIE 
Last name: MAY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
PROTECTING the remaining (Alaskan) unprotected wilderness areas in the National Forest System is crucial 
for human future existence on our planet earth. 
 
US National Forests are home to more than 3,000 species of wildlife. Our National Forests provide fresh water, 
clean air, and places to play, they are critical for the thousands of wild animals &amp; people that live in the 
USA. 
 
Save US National Forest System from transportation road building, logging &amp; removal of other natural 
resources for business &amp; industry &amp; Americans will benefit from: 
 
FRESH WATER:Our National Forest watersheds provide fresh water for more than one-third of Americans. 
 
CLEAN AIR:The trees that cover our National Forests sequester carbon, helping to mitigate the effects of 
climate change. 
 
SCIENCE &amp; KNOWLEDGE RESOURCE:Forest Services Research and Development is the largest 
forestry research organization in the world. 
 
ADVENTURE, Great and Small:National Forests offer opportunities for Americans to escape and exploration 
on any scale. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3790 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bill May 
 
Roseburg, OR 97470 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3790 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Bill May  
Roseburg, OR 97470 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 11:32:11 AM 
First name: Camille 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Camille May and I live in Craig, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Our Tongass National Forest makes us who we are. It lends to our location feeling so untouched and magical, 
if its taken away, so is a huge part of our identity. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the lifestyles of the 
indigenous communities that the forest supports the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, its huge 
swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as America's best natural solution to 
climate change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its 
status as a national and global treasure, to keep public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does 
not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other 
benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for hydroelectric 
development, low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS 
cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the 
T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, perform restorative actions that support 
wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Conor 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Conor May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Conor 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Conor May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dana May and I live in Garden Grove, California. 
 
 
Dump only acts in the self-interest of Dump. Fuck America! MAGA! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dana May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don May and I live in Kaneohe, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 4:07:22 PM 
First name: Duncan 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Duncan May and I live in Wyomissing, PA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
As a species we've been terrible stewards of the planet, and one way to stop going down that road, is to not 
build additional roads in this pristine land. Continued resource extraction is an obscenity in an era of so much 
material wealth that many consumer products are designed for, or are used once, before being thrown out. 
Road construction in the Tongass would be poor stewardship of the land with the light, noise, and material 
pollution that would accompany it, and we would do well to focus our efforts as a society on reusability and 
renewability over this travesty of continued construction and extraction. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, perform restorative actions that support 
wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edith 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edith May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 10:03:18 PM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Erin May and I live in Los Angeles, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I have close friends who live in the area and informed me of the cause. I feel strongly about protecting our 
natural environment. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its status as the largest intact temperate 
rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the 
forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain 
roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is 
important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Geraldine 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Geraldine May and I live in Creston, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Geraldine May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hudson 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
As a US citizen, and avid environmentalist I would like to voice my preference for Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
Alternative 1 takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
Hudson May 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie May and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen May and I live in Lakeview Heights, Kentucky. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kellie 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kellie May and I live in Marietta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kellie May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lana 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lana May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marti 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marti May and I live in Lebanon, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marti May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marti 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marti May and I live in Lebanon, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marti May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marti 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marti May and I live in Lebanon, Indiana. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marti May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paige 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paige May and I live in Dallas, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paige May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela May and I live in Laporte Colorado.I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to 
roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule 
was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, 
including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other 
choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers 
across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: S.L. 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is S.L. May and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
 
Make America Clean Again 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, S.L. May 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: May 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
are you retarded, there are still endangered species and other species we haven't even been found. That's not 
to mention the global warming and bears, other species on the decline of other animals. you are basically going 
to make things worse for the U.S. and other countries. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julia 
Last name: Maycock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julia Maycock and I live in Hamilton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julia Maycock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Mayeda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Mayeda and I live in Goleta, California. 
 
 
You are the best! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Mayeda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Betty 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Betty Mayer and I live in Charlotte, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Betty Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Braden 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the Tongass and Chugach national forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
The U.S. Forest Service's proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and the environmental impact plan would open vast 
tracts of America's remaining ancient forest to logging and road building. 
 
The Tongass produces 25 percent of the entire West Coast's annual salmon harvest. The Forest Service 
estimates that the salmon industry generates $986 million annually. 
 
But the Department of Agriculture and the Forest Service have proposed renewed large-scale logging that 
would adversely affect the tourism and seafood industries of southeast Alaska. 
 
Please stop the rollback of the important 2001 national Roadless Rule in Alaska and protect the Tongass and 
Chugach national forests! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Elaine Mayer 
 
Rochester, Minnesota 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elaine Mayer and I live in Rochester, Minnesota. 
 
I oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The 
Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands. Choose the No Action alternative. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to clean 
water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the state 
already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. Put the public interest above corporate profits 
by choosing to keep the rule in place. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elaine Mayer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: gregg 
Last name: mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is gregg mayer and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
Alaska is America's greatest treasure. Please don't destroy it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, gregg mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jaime 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jaime Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: KATHLEEN 
Last name: MAYER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The roadless provision for this forest is crucial to its continued existence. The Tongass is the last temperate 
forest in America. It is priceless and should be treated as such. If it is not clear, I AM OPPOSED TO THIS 
PROPOSED RULE 
 
thank you,An American Citizen 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Mayer and I live in Arlington Heights, Illinois. 
 
My name is Kathleen Mayer and I live in Illinois &amp;amp; Wisconsin. I am writing to oppose the Roadless 
Rule. Our natural resources belong to The People, not corporations. Please leave this legacy to all future 
generations. Please choose the No Action" alternative. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathleen Mayer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marita 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marita Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marita 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marita Mayer and I live in San Anselmo, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marita Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Oscar 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Oscar Mayer and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
Every tree we lose to logging augments carbon-driven climate change, pollutes our waters, and endangers 
wildlife that depend on these forests, both on land and at sea. All this in addition to the harm you will be doing 
to the lives of Alaska Natives and to the tourism that benefits all Alaskans. Come to your senses. Leave 
environments like Alaska's Tongass National Forest alone! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Oscar Mayer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Oscar 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Oscar Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pamela Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Mayer and I live in Orange City, Florida. 
 
THE TRUMP GOP IS MAKING ME ASHAMED TO BE A REPUBLICAN! 
 
DESTRUCTIVE ENVIRONMENTAL HABITS OF THE 19TH AND 20TH CENTURIES DO NOT WORK IN THE 
21ST CENTURY. WE ARE POISONING OURSELVES AND HURTING OURSELVES IN EVERY 
IMAGINABLE WAY. 
 
MINING, DRILLING, AND OTHER COMMERCIAL INTERESTS HAVE TAKEN PRECEDENCE OVER 
RATIONAL SCIENTIFIC MANAGEMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND THE ENVIRONMENT. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Paul Mayer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ramona 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ramona Mayer and I live in Sarasota, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ramona Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Toni 
Last name: Mayer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Toni Mayer and I live in El Cerrito, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Toni Mayer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Mayerhofer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joe Mayerhofer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Mayes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Mayes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Mayes and I live in Palm Harbor, FL. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Mayes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Mayes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon Mayes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Mayes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Mayes and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steven Mayes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Mayfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn Mayfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Mayfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3986 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Matthew Mayfield 
 
Boise, ID 83706 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: mayhew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen Mayhew and I live in Salt Lake City, UT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I think old growth forests that have not been impacted yet by human interruption should be a priority to protect. 
These are pristine ecosystems that should be preserved. Forests are huge carbon stores and old growth can 
have a protective aspect to fire prevention with the developed canopy keeping temperatures lower and the 
ground more moist, also encouraging rain. This is incredibly important with rising temperatures, and excess 
carbon. Sequestering carbon and protecting carbon sequestering systems are so important. We've negatively 
impacted the environment and had endless negative outcomes. Don't let the tongass and local species be put 
in a vulnerable status with the rest of the environment. It should be protected. Public privatization of land ends 
up viewing it as an economic exploitation from individual entities that doesn't work unless land is solely 
protected and preserved. Federal control should uphold protections if they are going to be important land 
holders as well. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports its status 
as a national and global treasure, the recreational opportunities it provides. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 



action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Mayle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angela Mayle and I live in Fairview, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angela Mayle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: T 
Last name: Maylor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the No Action option. 
 
The opinion article on page A21 of the Seattle Times of Dec 8, 2019 is a well-written summary of why. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Maynard 
Organization: ROTAK Helicopter Services 
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on DEIS, Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Please find attached our comments on the DEIS for the Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Chris Maynard | Director of Business Development 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
ROTAK Helicopter Services feels that The Preferred Alternative supporting a full exemption to the national rule 
is the best approach supporting the State of Alaska's petition for rulemaking and the Purpose and Need 
statement in which the Forest Service began the process. Further, alternatives that remove Roadless 
designations in forest development Land Use Designations (LUDs) described in the Tongass Land 
Management Plan (TLMP) need to focus on "economic acres," not just total acres removed. All forest 
development LUD acres do not produce economic timber projects and this is a key metric to consider as the 
analysis of the alternatives are made. Finding and producing enough economic timber sales to sustain the 
forest products industry is not feasible under the current rule and TLMP. 
 
ROTAK has consistently supported exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. We believe the economic 
health and longevity of Southeast Alaska would be strengthened if the Tongass were to be removed from the 
rule and managed as originally envisioned. We believe that tourism, fishing, mining, energy development, and 
a renewed timber industry can coexist to the benefit of all in the region. 
 
As you know, Alaska and Southeast Alaska are very different than other states under Roadless designations. 
As a result, a state-specific rule should reflect these differences and unique characteristics. An Alaska-specific 
roadless rule should allow further road access for not only timber, mineral, tourism, and renewable energy, but 
access to resources important to residents for subsistence, recreation and other community, economic, 
cultural, and social activities. 
 
The State of Alaska, the timber industry, and the mining industry continue to support a full exemption from the 
Roadless Rule in the Tongass. Six Alaska governors, both Republican and Democrat, have requested a total 
exemption. 
 
In conclusion, ROTAK supports a healthy timber industry and a robust Southeast Alaska economy. This cannot 
be accomplished without lifting of the federal Roadless Rule in the Tongass. Application of the rule substantially 



impacts the social and economic fabric of Southeast Alaska and violates the Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act and the Tongass Timber Reform Act. 
 
Please select total exemption as the Preferred Alternative in the DEIS. ROTAK Helicopter Services relies on 
responsible development of resources in Alaska to continue to provide our services and employment to 
Alaskans. 
 
Best Regards,  
 Chris Maynard 
 
Chris Maynard 
 
Director of Business Development 
 
ROTAK Helicopter Services 
 
 
 
[Attachment is not related to the rule and is part of a signature block, specifically an image of Rotak Helicopter 
Services icon] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



 
October 24, 2019 

To whom it may concern, 

 

ROTAK Helicopter Services feels that The Preferred Alternative supporting a full exemption to the national rule is 

the best approach supporting the State of Alaska’s petition for rulemaking and the Purpose and Need statement in 

which the Forest Service began the process. Further, alternatives that remove Roadless designations in forest 

development Land Use Designations (LUDs) described in the Tongass Land Management Plan (TLMP) need to focus 

on “economic acres,” not just total acres removed. All forest development LUD acres do not produce economic 

timber projects and this is a key metric to consider as the analysis of the alternatives are made. Finding and 

producing enough economic timber sales to sustain the forest products industry is not feasible under the current 

rule and TLMP. 

ROTAK has consistently supported exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. We believe the economic health 

and longevity of Southeast Alaska would be strengthened if the Tongass were to be removed from the rule and 

managed as originally envisioned. We believe that tourism, fishing, mining, energy development, and a renewed 

timber industry can coexist to the benefit of all in the region. 

As you know, Alaska and Southeast Alaska are very different than other states under Roadless designations. As a 

result, a state-specific rule should reflect these differences and unique characteristics. An Alaska-specific roadless 

rule should allow further road access for not only timber, mineral, tourism, and renewable energy, but access to 

resources important to residents for subsistence, recreation and other community, economic, cultural, and social 

activities. 

The State of Alaska, the timber industry, and the mining industry continue to support a full exemption from the 

Roadless Rule in the Tongass. Six Alaska governors, both Republican and Democrat, have requested a total 

exemption. 

In conclusion, ROTAK supports a healthy timber industry and a robust Southeast Alaska economy. This cannot be 

accomplished without lifting of the federal Roadless Rule in the Tongass. Application of the rule substantially 

impacts the social and economic fabric of Southeast Alaska and violates the Alaska National Interest Lands 

Conservation Act and the Tongass Timber Reform Act.  

Please select total exemption as the Preferred Alternative in the DEIS. ROTAK Helicopter Services relies on 

responsible development of resources in Alaska to continue to provide our services and employment to Alaskans.   

Best Regards, 

Chris Maynard  

Chris Maynard 
Director of Business Development  
ROTAK Helicopter Services 

 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: H 
Last name: Maynard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is H Maynard and I live in Wethersfield, Connecticut. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, H Maynard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harry 
Last name: Maynard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harry Maynard and I live in Ormond Beach, Florida. 
 
 
Stop the greed 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Harry Maynard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Maynard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Maynard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Maynard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Maynard and I live in Manchester, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Maynard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Maynard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Maynard and I live in Bowie, Maryland. 
 
Once an area is damaged, restoration is hard to accomplish. 
 
I want to express strong opposition against efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule recieved unprecedented public support to protect some of 
our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose 
the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers nationwide. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also risk wildlife and critical habitat, threaten clean water 
access, and step in the wrong direction on climate changeto jeopardize Alaskans when the state already faces 
severe challenges because of rising temperatures. I urge you not abandon Alaska's Roadless Rule and instead 
support rather public interest than corporate profits by choosing to keep unchanged this rule. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, William Maynard 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chad 
Last name: Maynor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ilona 
Last name: Mayo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1471 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jillian 
Last name: Mayo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jillian Mayo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jodi 
Last name: mayo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, jodi mayo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Mayo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Mayo and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
Please save this special place for future generations to enjoy! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Mayo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Mayo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Mayo and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
Please save this special place for future generations to enjoy! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Mayo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mayo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect 'Roadless Rule' for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am a long-time volunteer in America's public land systems, and I am writing to strongly oppose the Forest 
Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest. I request that you 
select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
Leave it to the Trump Administration and their dirty back-door deals with Sen. Murkowski. It was only a matter 
of time that this irresponsible pair would attack America's wildest remaining national forest and ignore the 
impact on wildlife and climate change. Trump once called himself an environmentalist -- this isn't how an 
environmentalist behaves. 
 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans -- that's what a national forest means. And now you want to open it to 
clearcutting and bulldozing so Murkowski and Trump can get a few more votes? 
 
I also oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
Stop selling your souls for Trump and choose the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lisa Mayo 
 
Germantown, MD 20874 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Zach 
Last name: Mayo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Mayo-Velasco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judy Mayo-Velasco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Mayor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Douglas Mayor and I live in Murray, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Douglas Mayor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Mayotte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Mayotte 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Mayotte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Mayotte 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mayr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jenn 
Last name: Mayrand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kaitlyn 
Last name: Mays 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
NO ROADS TO OR THROUGH THE TONGASS 
 
CUT DOWN THE CORPORATIONS NOT THE TREES. WE HAVE IN OUR GUARDIANSHIP 
 
THE ONE OF THE RAREST AND MOST BEAUTIFULTHINGS ON EARTH, UNTOUCHED OLD 
 
GROWTH FOREST. IT HAS MORE VALUE THAN MONEY. DO NOT ALLOW SHORT 
 
SIGHTED GREED TO ROB US AND ALL FUTURE GENERATIONS OF THE LITTLE 
 
PARADISE LEFT THAT WAS ONCE THIS ENTIRE PLANET. END THIS NIGHTMARE OF 
 
DESTRUCTION. WORK FOR US ON OUR BEHALF OR BE REMOVED. PROTECT THE 
 
SACRED!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
 
KAITLYN MAYS 
 
RESIDENT OF PORTLAND OR 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Mays 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Teresa Mays 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Mays 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa Mays and I live in Glendale, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa Mays 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ivonne 
Last name: Maza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ivonne Maza and I live in Miami, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ivonne Maza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philippe 
Last name: Mazaud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to any form of  roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere.  
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Philippe Mazaud 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rhonda 
Last name: Mazeika 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rhonda Mazeika and I live in Milton, Florida. 
 
Please dont open up the Tongass, as we can NEVER get it back. The world needs this just like the Amazon. 
Please preserve it for us all. TY 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rhonda Mazeika 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Mazerall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Mazerall and I live in Carnelian Bay, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Mazerall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roseann 
Last name: Maziarek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roseann Maziarek and I live in Naperville, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roseann Maziarek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Mazias 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Mazias and I live in Downers Grove, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Mazias 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nan 
Last name: Mazor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nan Mazor and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nan Mazor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Mazuca 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Mazuca 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jay 
Last name: Mazur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't open this area to logging. That will cause untold damage to the forest, the wildlife, salmon, and - 
ultimately - to our planet. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Mazur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Mazur and I live in West Palm Beach, Florida. 
 
 
How much nature must be destroyed for commerce? Draw the line. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Mazur 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louis 
Last name: Mazure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louis Mazure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louis 
Last name: Mazure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louis Mazure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Mazuzan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn Mazuzan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Mazuzan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn Mazuzan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leonard 
Last name: Mazza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I would not like to see an exemption for the roadless rule for forest lands in Alaska. There should be some old 
growth forests preserved for future generations. Additionally, the value in that land is in eco-tourism, scientific 
research, and preserving a slice of untouched forests. With roads, these trees would be much easier to cut 
down and it takes centuries for these trees to attain an old growth status. I therefore oppose an exemption to 
these rules. 
 
We are also not the only stakeholders in this decision, there are all those creatures that depend upon that 
forest, AS-IS, in order to survive. Consider those without a voice and a say in this decision. 
 
Please do not make a short-sighted decision, do not approve this exemption. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Mazza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Mazza and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Mazza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Valentina 
Last name: Mazza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Valentina Mazza and I live in Vancouver, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Valentina Mazza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bridget 
Last name: Mazzini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bridget Mazzini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terri 
Last name: Mazziotta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terri Mazziotta and I live in Northampton, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terri Mazziotta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Mazzitelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Mazzitelli and I live in Durham, North Carolina. 
 
 
No Trees = No OxygenNo Oxygen = No Life 
It's no complicated. You have the power. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Mazzitelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mazzola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mazzola and I live in Tampa, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Mazzola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mazzola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mazzola and I live in Tampa, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Mazzola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mazzola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mazzola and I live in Tampa, Florida. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Mazzola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mazzola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mazzola and I live in Tampa, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Mazzola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Mazzoni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Mazzoni 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Mazzotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Mazzotti and I live in Cantrall, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Mazzotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Mc Intosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I already sent an email, but this is so important, I'm filling out this form also. Please - adopt Alternative One. 
Alternative Six is so short-sighted. It's not just for Alaska, it's for the whole world. We cannot keep destroying 
forests - the planet's health depends on their protection. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: McAdam 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy McAdam and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
WE must leave some nature for our children and granchildren to enjoy! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy McAdam 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: nico 
Last name: mcafee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is nico mcafee and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, nico mcafee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: McAleer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin McAleer and I live in Manhasset, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin McAleer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 8:29:42 AM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: McAlevy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sean Mcalevy and I live in Fairfax, VA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I want to save the oldest growth forest and also carbon storage 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters), hydroelectric development, 
inter-tie/transmission line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: McAlevy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sean McAlevy and I live in Fairfax, VA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I want to save it cause it is a rich source of biodiversity and it an excellent source of carbon storage 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a 
national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full 
exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the 
countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas 
for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream 
and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, 
wildlife thinning, etc), hydroelectric development. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the 
T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mcaliste 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mcaliste 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: McAlister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dave McAlister 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: McAlister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dave McAlister and I live in Bloomington, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dave McAlister 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: biran 
Last name: mcallister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is biran mcallister and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
we need to preserve the tongass forest and ensure the livelihood of the wildlife that depend on their habitat. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, biran mcallister 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Crystal 
Last name: McAllister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Crystal McAllister and I live in Glen Ellyn, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Crystal McAllister 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: jms 
Last name: mcallister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless is best. Tourism and salmon are sustainable alternatives for economic growth which rely on keeping 
the forests preserved. No logging no need for reclamation, no need to destroy other industries. the forest 
belongs to everyone not just political doners. Keep the economy strong with roadless. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ross 
Last name: McAllister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:35:31 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McAllister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan McAllister 
Williamsburg, MA 01096 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: McAlpine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it May Concern: It is outrageous that you would consider logging in the Tongass Forest in Alaska. 
You will find I and millions of people will not let this go unanswered. 
 
 
 
Do not rape the Forest! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McAndrews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Penny 
Last name: McArdle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Penny McArdle and I live in Rivergrove, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Penny McArdle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Mcardle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6457 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mcarthur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Mcarthur and I live in Lakewood Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Mcarthur 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cherie 
Last name: Mcarthur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cherie Mcarthur and I live in Phoa, Hawaii. 
 
 
We need more forests not less 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cherie Mcarthur 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: McArthur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin McArthur and I live in Valparaiso, Indiana. 
 
Logging has little to no place in the Tongass. Trump needs to stop doing what businesses want and support 
protections which have been put in place. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kevin McArthur 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: McArthur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy McArthur and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy McArthur 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: McArthur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please preserve the Tongass as it is. Please do not lift the no road ban. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: McArtor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6350 
 
The Tongass is an important part of our community in Juneau. It's where we work and where we play It 
provides food for our community through subsistence living practices. 
 
This pristine wilderness is also important for the health of our Earth. We need to keep our wild places to combat 
global warming and absorb carbon. 
 
I implore our leaders to keep the Roadless Rule, and vote No Action. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: McArtor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6174 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McArtor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert McArtor and I live in Portsmouth, Virginia. 
 
Just do your job and protect our natural heritage. Vote for our forest preservation, not corporate profits. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Robert McArtor 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sophia 
Last name: McAskill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sophia McAskill and I live in Aurora, Illinois. 
 
 
Consider leaving this in "as is" conditions for future living beings 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sophia McAskill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: McAuley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anita McAuley and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anita McAuley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: McAuley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon McAuley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Mcauley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  The cost to the planet far exceeds any possible 
benefit of damaging these areas.  
Regards, Theresa Mcauley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: McAuliffe 
Organization: Miss 
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not want these protected lands to be opened up to logging. It would destroy both the beauty of the land but 
its intended purpose as well. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mcauliffe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Mcauliffe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McAuliffe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McAuliffe and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McAuliffe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mcauliffe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Mcauliffe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mcauliffe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Mcauliffe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mcauliffe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Mcauliffe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: paula 
Last name: McAuslin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is paula McAuslin and I live in St. Augustine, Florida. 
 
Dear President Trump, Please keep these beautiful trees, I love our nature and everything taken away, 
destroyed, polluted ruins our chance of survival for generations to come, never mind the beauty and clean 
drinking water. It all works together as created to be. Thank you 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, paula McAuslin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McBain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William McBain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 11:11:14 AM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: McBeen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Samuel Mcbeen and I live in Tenakee Springs, Alaska. I have lived and worked in SE Alaska for 
over 45 years and I live on Salmon (and other local seafood). Through fishing, hunting and gardening, my wife 
and I produce approximately 80% of our own food and we totally depend on healthy intact forest and 
watersheds to support this way of life. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass 
as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
the conservation of resources for future generations  practicing my culture. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It is a workable 
compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I depend on 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, 
foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  economic livelihood, 
practicing my culture, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It would sacrifice 
the economic, cultural and subsistence needs of the vast majority of residents for the short term economic 
benefit of a few.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: McBeen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3181 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Samuel McBeen 
 
Tenakee Springs, AK 99841 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: McBeen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3181 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Samuel McBeen 
Tenakee Springs, AK 99841 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristin 
Last name: Mcbeth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristin Mcbeth and I live in Murray, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristin Mcbeth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanne 
Last name: McBirney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joanne McBirney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: McBirney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin McBirney and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
 
The Roadless Rule is protecting our precious forests. Don't roll it back! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin McBirney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debbie McBride and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debbie McBride 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I think this is awful so I strenuously Object. So worried about the salmon. Plus those trees are critical to 
reducing CO2. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:52:23 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
James McBride 
Hermitage, PA 16148 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeanette 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support option 1 - leave the roadless rule intact. As we continue into catastrophic climate change, any 
remaining old-growth forest will become increasingly important. Though the current harvest plan for the 
Tongass does not include old-growth areas, rescinding the roadless rule will almost certainly result in the next 
plan including formerly unaccessed timber. 
 
 
 
Speakers at the public comment meeting I attended in Juneau in November made it clear that it is best for 
Alaska not to have any new roads in the Tongass. There is the problem of invasive plant species, which always 
come in along roads. We don't know how to eradicate them, and they damage wildlife habitat. Wildlife itself is 
negatively impacted by the presence of new roads. 
 
 
 
As fossil fuels become less attractive and lucrative, and as the fishing industry suffers due to climate change, 
Alaska will be funded increasingly by tourism. Tourists do not come to southeast Alaska to see logging, they 
come to see large expanses of magnificent forests with thriving wildlife. Another reason to keep the roadless 
rule in place. 
 
 
 
We have been told that approximately 90% of the 40,000 or so written comments submitted on this topic last 
year were in favor of maintaining the roadless rule in Alaska, yet the Forest Service chose the exact opposite 
option. Hardly seems like a democracy. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McBride and I live in South Kingstown, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McBride 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marcine 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcine McBride and I live in Melbourne, Florida. 
 
It's time to put the trees and wildlife before money, because a natural environment is what people like and what 
makes people happy. Take away nature and you take away humanity. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marcine McBride 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy McBride and I live in Palm Beach Gardens, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy McBride 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon McBride and I live in Jacksonville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon McBride 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McBride 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan McBride 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: McCabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann McCabe and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann McCabe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: McCabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carolyn McCabe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Mccabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gregory Mccabe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McCabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen McCabe and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
We need forests more than ever now.  Do the right thing:  protect our forests! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen McCabe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mccabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mccabe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McCabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Save our natural resources. I object! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: McCabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita McCabe and I live in La Grange Park, Illinois. 
 
At a time when forests are being vandalized around the world, each remaining forest becomes even more 
valuable. I feel outraged at the thought of losing such an important part of our ecosystem. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rita McCabe 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: McCabe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: THOMAS 
Last name: MCCAFFERTY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have valued public roadless and wilderness areas my entire life, and have spent a lot of my income traveling 
to such areas to backpack, hunt, and fish. Opening the Tongass to logging will negatively impact the fish and 
wildlife ecosystems as well mar the beauty of the area. I have always dreamed of making a trip there, but I will 
opt to go elsewhere if the Tongass becomes just another forest crisscrossed with roads and clearcuts. Please 
leave the roadless rule intact for the Tongas by selecting "no action." 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: McCaffree 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana McCaffree and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diana McCaffree 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: McCaffrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC67 
 
I rely on the wilderness for my job. I chose Alaska for the ability to get into the backcountry, I hope it can keep 
that same back country feel I have come to love. Choose no action! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jay 
Last name: McCahill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jay McCahill and I live in Lansdowne, Pennsylvania. 
 
I helped fight to enact the Roadless Area Conservation Rule all those years ago. 
 
I now write to vigorously request that the Roadless Rule be allowed to remain in full effect in Alaska and 
elsewhere. Please choose the No Action option, particularly in light of how broad the public support was for this 
measure. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Regards, Jay McCahill 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: McCain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joe McCain and I live in Vestavia Hills, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joe McCain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McCain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia McCain and I live in Bryan, Texas. 
 
 
Putting poison in the air is a BAD idea! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia McCain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rych 
Last name: McCain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rych McCain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: McCaleb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorothy McCaleb and I live in Powderhorn, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dorothy McCaleb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: McCaleb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy McCaleb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: McCaleb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep America's National Forests and Parks out of the commercial sector. NO LOGGING OF OLD GROWTH 
FORESTS. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sudia 
Last name: McCaleb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sudia McCaleb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: McCall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol McCall and I live in Wilmette, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol McCall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cyndi 
Last name: McCall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cyndi McCall and I live in Knoxville, Tennessee. 
 
Greed is common. The Tongass isn't. Please do not be common. Be a Hero and say "No" to the corporates, 
saying yes to them is being a ZERO. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cyndi McCall 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McCall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael McCall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rob 
Last name: McCall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Mccalla 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Anne [Mccalla] and I live iSouth Carolina. 
We need our old growth forest. Do not clearcut trees. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anne Mccalla 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Duncan 
Last name: McCallie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6321 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. -Please, please! This place is important to all Americans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: McCallie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6320 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. -Please, please! This place is important to all Americans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McCallister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ross 
Last name: McCallum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ross McCallum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J'Otha 
Last name: McCamick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J'Otha McCamick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: McCandless 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather McCandless and I live in East Ellijay, Georgia. 
 
 
Please save this forest and do not cave to corporate interests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather McCandless 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mccane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Mccane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: McCanlies 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine McCanlies and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katherine McCanlies 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annie McCann and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
The EPA is supposed to be the voice of the environment and the protection of the land, wildlife and people. 
Who is it who will protect us from the EPA? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Annie McCann 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the 2001 Roadless Rule restrictions in place. 
 
The new Alaska Roadless Rule should protect all inventoried roadless areas on Baranof Island and Chichagof 
Islands currently protected under the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
I stand in solidarity with tribal sovereignty. These inventoried roadless areas are the traditional and unceded 
territory of the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people and should be preserved for customary and traditional use 
by tribal citizens and rural subsistence harvesters.The new Alaska Roadless Rule should include all T77 
watersheds and TNC/Audubon ecological priority areas that are currently not in inventoried roadless areas. 
These areas should be protected from old growth harvest and roadbuilding. 
 
I'm concerned about our growing state and national deficit and I don't think building roads in these areas to 
subsidize the timber industry is a fiscally responsible use of taxpayer dollars. The Forest Service should 
conduct a comparative analysis of regional revenue and employment from commercial fishing and visitor 
industries versus timber industry. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth McCann and I live in Magnolia, New Jersey. 
 
Clearcutting is an incredibly short-sighted action. Live trees capture carbon. We need them to help mitigate the 
rising CO2 levels causing climate change. Clearcutting leads to soil erosion, dumping sediment into waterways, 
choking them and changing the water chemistry and affecting aquatic life. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elizabeth McCann 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen McCann and I live in Escondido, California. 
 
We need more protection from big companies, not less. It is criminal to disregard scientific data in favor of 
major polluters. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ellen McCann 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jonathan McCann and I live in Sag Harbor, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jonathan McCann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin McCann and I live in Florissant, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin McCann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Malcolm 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC502 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Malcolm [Illegible], Claremont CA, seasonal worker at the Hobbit Mole in Tongass National Forest 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
NO ACTION 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
No action would maintain the health of the forest ecosystem - clearcuts ruin the habitats for the critters that we 
love and depend on. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Tenakee Inlit, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 Salmon watershed areas 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
when working in the Tongass, I rely on huntig, fishig, and subsistence activities. I also appreciate recreational 
hiking and kayaking. 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
The forest service should manage The Tongass by focusig on salmon watershed restoration, young growth 
thinnig, and construction in general. 
 



Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
The Tongass forest is also a carbon sink, and by cuttig parts down it would [illegible] CO2 into the atmosphere 
and contribute to climate change. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Malcolm [Illegible] 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McCann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Enough already. Plant bamboo on the land youve already clear cut and will never recover. We have ruined 
nearly everything, lets keep something unspoiled. 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert McCann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mccanne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Mccanne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mccanne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Mccanne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: McCard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Alaska Roadless Rule in place 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
On Your Website 
 
https://www.usda.gov/media/press-releases/2019/10/15/usda-forest-service-seeks-public-comment-draft-
environmental-impact 
 
 
 
you present six alternates of what should be done regarding the Roadless Rule in the Tongass Forest. 
 
 
 
I am advocating for Alternative 1 which takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
There is enough development going on in Alaska without having to open the Tongass to more development 
which poses a threat to wildlife and fish habitat along with destroying the forest which makes the Tongass what 
it is. 
 
 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read my email. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Robert A. McCard 
 
Soldotna, AK, 99669 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: McCardell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexandra McCardell and I live in Marmora, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alexandra McCardell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shawn 
Last name: McCardell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Monica 
Last name: McCarroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't open this beautiful region to logging and oil exploration. I am pleading that the government pursue 
Alternative 1: DO NOTHING! Please leave the refuge free of roads that will disrupt the salmon spawning 
grounds, birds, and other wildlife. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: McCarron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jack McCarron and I live in Ocean City, New Jersey. 
 
 
I am a breather and so are you! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jack McCarron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: McCartan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ed McCartan and I live in Brunswick, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ed McCartan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: McCartan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Megan McCartan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angel 
Last name: McCarter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angel McCarter and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angel McCarter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Mccarter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Mccarter and I live in Ravenna, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Mccarter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bebe 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bebe McCarthy and I live in Ridgefield, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bebe McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C 
Last name: MCCARTHY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is C MCCARTHY and I live in Tyler, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, C MCCARTHY 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl McCarthy and I live in Dana Point, California. 
 
 
We must protect! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cheryl McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass national forest proposal 
 
This is Daniel Mccarthy from Minnesota. I would support proposal number one. The Tongass is a very unique 
place on earth. We have so little true roadless wilderness left. Once we put a road in it changes forever. You 
cannot undo that. Especially old growth forest. 100 years from now will future generations regret our decision 
today if we open up that special place for logging and development. My states Boundary waters canoe area is 
a testament to that. There was a proposal to put a road through the middle of it and resorts 80 years ago. 
Today it is one of the most heavily used national wilderness areas in the country. Let's leave the Tongass, this 
one special place as it is. Future generations will thank us. Sincerely Dan McCarthy 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:57:43 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Debbie McCarthy 
Phillips, ME 04966 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Mccarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debbie Mccarthy and I live in Phillips, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debbie Mccarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emilie 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emilie McCarthy and I live in Fountainville, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emilie McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6419 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 8:36:34 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest, which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples. The Tongass is the world's largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called 
"America's Climate Forest" as it is the single most important national forest for carbon sequestration and 
climate change mitigation in the United States. 
 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than 
the world's entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the U.S., must commit to reducing 
emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass National Forest.  
 
During the original rulemaking process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the Roadless Rule, 
which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting impact on the Tongass. The rule 
continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll finding three-fourths of the general public in 
support of the Roadless Rule.  
 
If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale logging. 
Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting rivers and streams, harm 
cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous communities, jeopardize local economies based on 
tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest 
Service could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years.  
 
 
Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal 
governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 
from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively 
contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are 
integral to the forest. 
 
I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global climate, and stand 
with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless rule intact and selecting the no-action 
alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 
  
Sincerely, 
Jessica McCarthy 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie McCarthy and I live in Westminster, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McCarthy and I live in Schererville, Indiana. 
 
 
Bears Ears is an important natural and tribal area. It must be protected. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew McCarthy and I live in White Cloud, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen McCarthy and I live in Marblehead, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Niall 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3859 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Niall McCarthy 
 
Winnetka, IL 60093 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Samantha 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Samantha McCarthy and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Samantha McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra McCarthy and I live in Birmingham, Alabama. 
 
 
Environmental protections need to be strengthened, not weakened or eliminated. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan McCarthy and I live in Winchester, Virginia. 
 
I used to think our government was to protect us. But now it appears that our government is purposely working 
to kill us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan McCarthy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Suzanne McCarthy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3835 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas McCarthy 
 
San Clemente, CA 92673 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3835 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Thomas McCarthy 
San Clemente, CA 92673 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas J 
Last name: McCarthy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dean 
Last name: McCartney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dean McCartney and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dean McCartney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: McCartney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Teresa McCartney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: McCarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris McCarty and I live in Mount Pleasant, South Carolina. 
 
 
EPA do your job for the people!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris McCarty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: McCarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Erin McCarty and I live in Solana Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Erin McCarty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: McCarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura McCarty and I live in Chattanooga, Tennessee. 
 
 
Please protect our forests, now and for future generations! Thank you! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura McCarty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Mccarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phil Mccarty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: McCarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
Please. Ask the scientists. Old growth forests are the BEST sequesters of carbon on the planet. This is the 
reason we need the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. Logging profits now are a fool's trade for the clean water and wildlife 
habitat essential not only to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska, but as part of the planet-
wide efforts we urgently need to save ourselves from the disasters in store if we do NOT reduce carbon output. 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tom McCarty 
 
Tom McCarty 
 
Madison, Wisconsin 53704 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: McCarvill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carole McCarvill and I live in Port Washington, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carole McCarvill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McCashin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John McCashin and I live in Delano, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John McCashin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorna 
Last name: Mccaslin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorna Mccaslin and I live in Hinckley, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorna Mccaslin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelsey 
Last name: McCathie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelsey McCathie and I live in Memphis, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelsey McCathie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: McCaughtry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3637 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Charles McCaughtry 
 
Ashford, CT 06278 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brandi 
Last name: McCauley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brandi McCauley and I live in Des Moines, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brandi McCauley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Libby 
Last name: McCauley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No Action 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McCauley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McCauley and I live in Brownsville, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McCauley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nora 
Last name: McCauley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roads in the Tongass 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
The Tongass National Forest in Alaska contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in 
the world. Its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. 
 
Logging may still be a viable economic option elsewhere, and if so, we should pursue it--outside of protected 
national wildlife refuges and the like. 
 
However, it's as important to our economic systems as to our ecosystems that some wilderness remain! 
 
Please remember and focus on this part of your mandate. 
 
Nora McCauley 
 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
 
 
 
 [Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: McCavitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrence McCavitt and I live in Falmouth, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lawrence McCavitt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: McCaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen McCaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Mccaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Mccaw and I live in View Park-windsor Hills, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Mccaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: McClain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I object to opening America's largest rain forest to logging 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caitlin 
Last name: McClain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darlene 
Last name: McClain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
What's the matter with you people?  Don't you LIKEto breathe? How can you destroy a major part of thelungs 
of our planet, for a few measly dollars?   
You may have guessed that I'm writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule 
protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the 
Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their 
culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Darlene McClain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: McClain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeremy McClain and I live in Frederick, Maryland. 
 
 
Don't sacrifice our future for short term gain. Please 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeremy McClain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Loretta 
Last name: Mcclain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Loretta Mcclain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Loretta 
Last name: Mcclain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Loretta Mcclain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wilma 
Last name: Mcclain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wilma Mcclain and I live in Cortez, Colorado. 
 
Clearcutting forests throws nature out of balance, causing world wide problems in the long run. Destroying the 
forests in the name of economic growth is an incredible mistake. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.Regards,Wilma McClain 
 
Regards, Wilma Mcclain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angelina 
Last name: McClean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angelina McClean and I live in Ashland, Oregon. 
 
 
We need to protect our wilderness, it is one of our greatest National treasures. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angelina McClean 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Harriet 
Last name: Mccleary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harriet Mccleary and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
Don't you think it's shortsighted to want to cut down the Tongass National Forest which is considered to be 
priceless to both humans and animals? Can you guess how many years it would take to let it grow back after 
cutting it down? That's how priceless it is. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Harriet Mccleary 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Louisa 
Last name: McCleary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Louisa McCleary and I live in Portland, Oregon.Please choose the "No Action" alternative. We 
absolutely must conserve our last rainforests. The Tongass temperate rainforest is a crucial part of protecting 
our country from climate change. It is also the habitat of species we must save, so that their existence can 
enrich the lives of future generations, and because they deserve to live, and destroying them and their homes 
is a form of genocide. The heartless exploitation of nature by human beings must stop. We do not need to 
assault the Tongass. Keeping its protections in place is true conservatism. [Your personal comment will be 
added here.] 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Louisa McCleary 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tiffany 
Last name: McCleary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tiffany McCleary and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tiffany McCleary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alaina 
Last name: McCleery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alaina McCleery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kris 
Last name: mccleery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kris mccleery and I live in Palm Desert, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kris mccleery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kris 
Last name: mccleery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kris mccleery and I live in Palm Desert, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kris mccleery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: McClellan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 appears to be another handout to state governments to allow them 
to open up areas for resource extraction without proper federal oversight to protect the wildlife, water and 
forests. I strongly oppose this rule as anti environment in favor of corporate and state profits. Shame on you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: McClellan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terry McClellan and I live in Jackson, Wyoming. 
 
Trump doesn't have a clue what methane gas is or does to our environment. His only objective is to roll back 
anything President Obama has done. Trump is disgusting with the rollback of important environmental rules put 
in place to make peoples lives healthier. Keep these protections in place or pump the methane gas directly into 
Trump's mouth and see how he likes it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Terry McClellan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: McClelland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: McClelland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth McClelland and I live in Vinton, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth McClelland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: McClelland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kent McClelland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: McClelland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kent McClelland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shayna 
Last name: McClelland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintaining this forest as a roadless area is crucial for wildlife. So much has been lost around the world to 
development that every acre of remaining intact habitat is invaluable. Logging roads will fragment the area 
leading to declines in wildlife populations. Please don't open up the Tongass Forest to development of any 
kind.  
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: McClements 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon McClements and I live in Grover Beach, California. 
 
 
No air to breathe, no water to drink, no food to eat. Once it's gone, it's gone. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon McClements 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Mcclenachan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anne Mcclenachan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bret 
Last name: McClendon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5369 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am disappointed the administration would choose industry over jobs. With the information clear this would hurt 
the local economy it is obvious the only beneficiary would be big business in some form. Please make sure we 
protect our fish and wildlife areas in Alaska and else where. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bret McClendon 
 
Elizabeth, CO 80107 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: polly 
Last name: mcclendon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is polly mcclendon and I live in Franklin, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, polly mcclendon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: McClimon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ava 
Last name: McCline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5025 
 
I, Ava McCline, am strongly in favor of alternative one's plan relating to the Tongass National Forest. With 
global warming because an increasingly prevelant issue, I feel cutting down part or the whole of the forest 
would be terrible. Furthermore, the forest provides a home to thousands of animals and plants, many unique to 
Alaska. The forest is important to Alaskan culture and wildlife, and that is worth more than any profit that could 
be made of the logging industry. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: McClintock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy McClintock and I live in Durango, Colorado. 
 
 
Please dont destroy this irreplaceable treasure. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy McClintock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gloria 
Last name: McClintock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gloria McClintock and I live in Mount Vernon, Washington. 
 
As far back as the Eisenhower Adminstration, this rainforest was recognized and protected. We can never 
replace it and even one road put through this area will have a devastating enviornmental impact. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. 
 
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. 
 
I urge you not to abandon the Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate 
profits by choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gloria McClintock 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vickie 
Last name: McClintock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Vickie McClintock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jenny 
Last name: McClister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jenny McClister and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
The thought of rolling back these protections is unconscionable and ridiculous. Please reconsider. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jenny McClister 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Mcclorey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Mcclorey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Duncan 
Last name: McCloskey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Morgan 
Last name: McCloud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
"We do not inherit this land from our ancestors, we borrow it from our children." Something to think about when 
considering the long term effects of projects like this. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McCloy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chuck 
Last name: McClung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5431 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
At 66 years old I was able to knock off another bucket list and fished Alaska. Wow what an awesome 
experience.. we were in a roadless remote setting. It would have ruined the experience if we would have 
encountered others. Please leave well enough alone for others to have the same experience 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chuck McClung 
 
Lewisburg, WV 24901 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: McClung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy McClung and I live in Weaverville, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy McClung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: McClung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Paul] [McClung] and I live in [Harwood Heights], [Illinois]. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul McClung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alice McClure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dan McClure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie McClure and I live in Lacey, Washington. 
 
 
NO!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leslie McClure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marianne 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marianne McClure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn McClure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Nat'l Forest 
 
 
 
I believe Alternative #6 is the best alterative to help revive some of SE Alaska's economy and not be 
dependent on the 1 million&#43; tourists summer income. The Nat'l Forests were founded for multiple use 
purposes, timber harvest, grazing, mining, recreation etc. Very little recreation can occur without access which 
is supplied by timber harvest and mining activities. The Wilderness designation/Roadless Rule has put Nat'l 
Forest lands into similar use as the Nat'l Parks which all is preserved. 
 
The proposed 9.2 million acres to open up is a little more than half of the 17 million acres that makes up the 
Tongass Nat'l Forest. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick McClure 
 
Anchorage Alaska 
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McClure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan McClure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daviann 
Last name: McClurg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daviann McClurg and I live in Larned, Kansas. 
 
 
We must protect our forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daviann McClurg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gavin 
Last name: McClurg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gavin McClurg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: McCluskey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon McCluskey and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon McCluskey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McClutchey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan McClutchey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McColl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William McColl and I live in Blaine, Washington. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
The effect on salmon spawning will be catastrophic. 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William McColl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: McCollim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeffrey McCollim and I live in Painesville, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeffrey McCollim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: McCollum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carole McCollum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: McCollum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynne McCollum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: McCollum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven McCollum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: McCollum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven McCollum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sudi 
Last name: McCollum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sudi McCollum and I live in Glendale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sudi McCollum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tamar 
Last name: McCollum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tamar McCollum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: McComas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy McComas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: McComas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy McComas and I live in Houston, Missouri. 
 
We need all the trees we have to make oxygen and clean the air. Also the land will have mudslides and the 
animals will have no cover or food. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathy McComas 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: McComb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kim McComb and I live in Grand Rapids, Michigan. 
 
With all of the resources we have available I do not believe that we need to loose all of the important habitat. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kim McComb 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McComb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: McCombs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annie McCombs and I live in Kalamazoo, Michigan. 
 
 
The planet needs its forests, untouched by profiteers. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annie McCombs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: McCombs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard McCombs and I live in Otter Rock, Oregon. 
I write to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) 
in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect 
some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must 
choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm 
Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard McCombs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: McCommon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly McCommon and I live in North Augusta, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly McCommon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mitchell 
Last name: McCommons 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Im strongly in support of alternative 1, the no action plan. The president of abolishing the roadless rule is one 
we cant allow. For the sake of our forests and public lands please do not alter the roadless rule in the Tongass, 
or anywhere else. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McConaghy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael McConaghy and I live in Snohomish, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael McConaghy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffery 
Last name: McConaughy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeffery McConaughy and I live in Bellingham, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeffery McConaughy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McConkey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James McConkey and I live in Dekalb, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James McConkey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: McConkey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen McConkey and I live in Knoxville, Tennessee. 
 
 
Keep America beautiful &amp;amp; our ecosystems healthy! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen McConkey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teal 
Last name: McConn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teal McConn and I live in Livermore, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teal McConn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McConnaughey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not support the proposed total exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. The 
Tongass is a forest of national as well as global significance. It is the largest carbon sink in our National Forest 
system, serving as a natural buffer to clearly rising CO2 levels. The timber industry has supported only 1% of 
the regional economy for decades. Tourism jobs outnumber timber jobs 20 to 1. There is no rational basis for 
an exemption. I strongly object to any action that initiates road building or timber operations in the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McConnaughy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: McConnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise McConnell and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise McConnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: McConnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly McConnell and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
STOP sacrificing everything we hold dear to the greedy phucking rich! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly McConnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: McConnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn McConnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: McConnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn McConnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Mcconnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Mcconnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McConnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert McConnell and I live in Mankato, Minnesota. 
 
 
We must stop poisoning ourselves so businesses can make money.  Now. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert McConnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: McConnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No action should ever be taken 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cristen 
Last name: McConville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cristen McConville and I live in Port Edwards, Wisconsin. 
 
 
PLEASE STOP!!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cristen McConville 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Krys 
Last name: McConville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Krys McConville 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trevor 
Last name: McConville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Trevor Mcconville and I live in River Edge, NJ. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I've had a huge interest in Botany for many years, this research has led to me to understand the unfortunate 
destructuon of our pristine wilderness and why it needs to be protected. Tongass is a last remaining gem of our 
planet, and with an impending climate crisis it is necessary to our survival, as it stores more carbon than any 
other forest in our country. This decision cannot be undone. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports the recreational opportunities it provides. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: McCook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3692 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David McCook 
 
Downingtown, PA 19335 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: McCook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3692 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
David McCook 
Downingtown, PA 19335 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marsha 
Last name: McCool 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marsha McCool 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: McCool 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike McCool and I live in Millbury, Massachusetts. 
 
 
I wish to tell you of my strong opposition to attempts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike McCool 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: McCord 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David McCord 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: McCord 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terry Mccord and I live in Dillon, MT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I love the wilderness and nature and think we should do everything we can to protect and preserve as much of 
the untouched and undamaged from being destroyed like the rest of the planet we have touched and ruined. 
There are animals that live and thrive in those forests and it is up to us to keep them natural and untouched by 
mans greed and destruction before it is to late and we can not reverse what we have done. I have seen the 
destruction and it is devastating and breaks my heart and sole to feal so powerless against the destuction of 
our planet and home that we also need to survive just like the animals that servive in the forests that we are 
destroying without thinking about the long term effects because government officials are in it for the fast money 
and wont look for other alternatives that may take longer to get what they want. We owe it to ourselfs and 
EVERY being that lives on this earth to protect it and preserve as much as we can. I have seen beautiful places 
all around the world be destroyed by doing stupid things like this. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports the 
recreational opportunities it provides. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: McCormack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Mccormack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeanne Mccormack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: McCormack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the Forest Service's Alternative #1: do nothing. I oppose all other alternatives. 
 
For the record, I live in Colorado, and opposed Colorado getting a roadless rule exemption several years ago. 
Our national forests are public lands, owned by all Americans. They are not state-owned lands, and giving 
states too much control tends to lead to too much development. 
 
Your Key Issues 1, 2, and 3 in the EIS cover the issues pretty well. The Tongass is a national treasure, one of 
the largest and most pristine temperate forests in the world. It doesn't really need "management". It should be 
left alone except for very low-impact recreational, hunting, and fishing activities. Aside from the pressure 
exerted by a president who understands nothing about the environment nor about atmospheric science, why is 
there a chapter titled "PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR ACTION". There no need for action, this "need" has 
been manufactured by the current administration. 
 
We must stop cutting old growth forests at some point...in the worst case, because there will be no more. 
Similarly, we have to stop putting new roads through wild areas at some point...again, in the worst case, 
because we've left no such areas. I prefer that we stop well before then, and consider the Tongass a bulwark 
against such development. If we can save the Tongass, perhaps we can still save (or restore) other areas as 
well. Yes, I understand that large portions of the Tongass are no longer old growth, and that some small 
portions have roads in them. But with time, those younger trees will grow into older trees, and the roads will 
slowly disappear. 
 
The increasing urgency of doing something about climate change also argues for leaving the Tongass as is. 
I've been tracking this issue with mounting concern since the 1980's. Climate scientists' predictions have been 
much more accurate than politicians...and even so some changes are happening faster than anyone predicted. 
I am particularly concerned about the effects of artic peat bogs melting, releasing an ungodly amount of 
methane. Every study I've seen comparing carbon sequestration of old growth vs. younger growth forests 
shows the old growth forests winning handily. We lose credibility when we try to pressure other countries to 
stop cutting their forests, when we ourselves keep cutting ours. And we will need large corridors of wildness to 
allow animals to migrate northward as temperatures increase. Preserving the Tongass as is supports all these 
goals. 
 
I find it completely unconvincing that something needs to be done simply because Alaska has been pressing 
for it. They lost their case in the Ninth Circuit on July 29, 2015. On March 28, 2016, the Supreme Court 
declined to take on Alaska's appeal of that decision, which seems to be an important piece of information 
missing from your summary. These two decisions reinforced the settled rule that federal agencies cannot 
arbitrarily change policies and ignore previous factual findings simply because a new president has taken 
office. Alaska lost again when on September 21, 2017, the D.C. circuit threw out their continued attempts to 
overturn the 2001 rule. 
 
I further have no desire to return to the days of the government subsidizing private extractive industries in the 
Tongass. Well before the 2001 rule, the Forest Service was spending far more to support such industries than 
it received from said industries...including a mill owned by a Japanese consortium. I found one estimate that 
said that in some years, the Forest Service lost 98 cents of every dollar spent supporting logging infrastructure. 
None of Alaska's federal senators nor representative denied that the Forest Service was operating at a loss in 
the Tongassthey all said this was justified in order to create jobs. At least if the 2001 rule remains, we don't 
have to worry about another black hole for our taxes to fall into. 
 
And I'll further note that southeast Alaskan timber has always been marginally economically successful, 
suffering boom and bust cycles, bankruptcies, and fines for egregious violations of pollution regulations. Since 
the 2001 rule, local economies have diversified away from logging into more stable bases of income. There's 
no good reason to reverse that progress. 
 



And although comments on EIS's are not popularity contests, note that the original 2001 rule received 1.6 
million comments, 85% in support of leaving the Tongass roadlessmore support than any other regulation in 
history. 
 
I find that there are no compelling scientific or environmental reasons to exempt the Tongass from the existing 
roadless rules in effect, and very little economic justification. I especially find no good reasons to toss the whole 
ball of wax over to the state of Alaska, as in your preferred alternative. Please implement Alternative #1, leave 
the Tongass alone. 
 
Thanks, Joel McCormack 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Mccormack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marie Mccormack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McCormack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert McCormack and I live in Rio del Mar, California.  
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert McCormack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Mccormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann Mccormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cullen 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cullen 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1228 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cullen 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cullen 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cullen 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dawn McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dianne McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Douglas McCormick and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Douglas McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edward McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edward McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary McCormick and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helene 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Helene McCormick and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Helene McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:17:47 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joan McCormick 
Milwaukee, WI 53211 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan McCormick and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristen Mccormick and I live in Phoenix, AZ. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Thinking of the possible and almost certain future of this planet and the creatures that take refuge in these 
habitats breaks my heart. We are headed in a very scary and uncertain direction and are killing off 
irreplaceable species to get there, quick. We need to do whatever it takes to make it come to an end - every 
little bit helps. Just trying to do my part! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen McCormick and I live in Lawrence Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike McCormick and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Mccormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Mccormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: mccormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy mccormick and I live in Fresno, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy mccormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not agree with the proposed plan, I think it can cause significant harm to the enviroment affected and other 
alternatives should be considered. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Snow 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
Sincerely, 
Snow McCormick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McCormick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
Exactly what service is this mindless logging and building project of logging and developing roads in our 
national forests performing for the health of our severely imperiled environment? 
 
 
 
Like many citizens concerned, deeply concerned by the failure of this administration's failure to respond to the 
urgent need to tackle the problems of Climate Change , I hope for a modicum of sanity in your agency to keep 
the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. You know its value 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast 
Alaska. 
 
I urge you to step up to the plate and keep the federal Roadless Rule and protections in place and intact for the 
Tongass and National Forests. Alaska. It also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be 
spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed, 
 
Jane McCormick Crowley 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elise 
Last name: McCoubrie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elise McCoubrie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elise 
Last name: McCoubrie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elise McCoubrie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elise 
Last name: McCoubrie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elise McCoubrie and I live in O'fallon, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elise McCoubrie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: McCourt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret McCourt and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
Your department head has a reputation as a self consumed idiot.Will he take an opportunity to help the kids 
survive the toxic effects of the oil industry?I pray that he does. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Margaret McCourt 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: McCourt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I stand firmly in favor of The Roadless Area Conservation Rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: McCown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa McCown and I live in Rancho Cucamonga, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa McCown 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy McCoy and I live in Shelburne Falls, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anne McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Mccoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C. Mccoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Mccoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ed Mccoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen McCoy and I live in Fayetteville, New York. 
 
Please make choices that you will be proud to justify to your grandchildren or great grandchildren. The Tongass 
helps protect more than just the wildlife it contains. It is a large lung for the Earth. Yet, here it is in peril of being 
decimated. Will you be able to say you helped protect it from decimation? Or will you have to admit (even if 
only silently) that you contributed to the Earth's destruction when you had a chance to help? Please choose the 
"No Action" alternative. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ellen McCoy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James McCoy and I live in Staten Island, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane McCoy and I live in Yonkers, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jane McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Mccoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Mccoy and I live in Fairfield, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan Mccoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelli 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelli McCoy and I live in Boyertown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelli McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kris 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
I am strongly opposed to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule). 
 
You must choose the "No Action" alternative. 
 
Thank you 
 
Kristin McCoy 
 
Forest Park, IL 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori McCoy and I live in Partlow, Virginia. 
 
 
This belongs to the people, it should NOT be for sale for private gain!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McCoy and I live in Centreville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: McCoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle McCoy and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle McCoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mccoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5319 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please do not change the roadless rules on Alaska. My wife and I recently visited Alaska and spent four days 
fly fishing on the Alagnak river. We spent time in Fairbanks, Anchorage, and Denali national park as well as 
spending time visiting many other areas of Alaska. Do not trade the wilderness and vast untouched tundra of 
Alaska for the ability to reap a few dollars of profit from the harvest of it's natural resources. The wilderness is 
worth vastly more left untouched. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Mccoy 
 
Petoskey, MI 49770 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Mccoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon Mccoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Mccoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon Mccoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: McCracken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claudia McCracken and I live in Happy Valley, Oregon. 
 
 
Please save our forest for future generations 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claudia McCracken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: McCracken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: McCracken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Mccracken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights.  
Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the 
Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply 
cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales.  
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues 
and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Mccracken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McCracken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McCracken and I live in Marlow, NH. 
To Whom It May Concern: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McCracken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: McCrae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4101 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule has already been through the public process - multiple times! Also, the Roadless Rule 
doesn't prevent development of utilization of resources as most applications for these purposes are approved 
in a matter of weeks. 
 
We don't need more roads. The Tongass National Forest already has more than 5,000 miles of permanent 
logging roads transecting its landscape to access timber. 
 
Road construction on the Tongass is expensive. American taxpayers have spent more than $600 million 
building logging roads on the Tongass over the past 20 years. According to the Taxpayers for Common Sense, 
USFS could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brett McCrae 
 
Alexandria, VA 22301 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: McCrae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4101 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule has already been through the public process - multiple times! Also, the Roadless Rule 
doesn't prevent development of utilization of resources as most applications for these purposes are approved 
in a matter of weeks. 
 
We don't need more roads. The Tongass National Forest already has more than 5,000 miles of permanent 
logging roads transecting its landscape to access timber. 
Road construction on the Tongass is expensive. American taxpayers have spent more than $600 million 
building logging roads on the Tongass over the past 20 years. According to the Taxpayers for Common Sense, 
USFS could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Brett McCrae 
Alexandria, VA 22301 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: McCraney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tony McCraney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: McCraney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tony McCraney and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
IT IS DISGUSTING FOR A GOVERNMENT AGENCY IN A DEMOCRACY THAT WORKS AGAINST THE 
PEOPLE THAT IT HAS BEEN SWORN TO PROTECT!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Tony McCraney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: richard 
Last name: mccrary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is richard mccrary and I live in Gastonia, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, richard mccrary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robyn 
Last name: Mccrea 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robyn Mccrea and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robyn Mccrea 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Mccreadie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christina Mccreadie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: McCreadie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Douglas McCreadie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: McCreadie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Douglas McCreadie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: tami 
Last name: mccready 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is tami mccready and I live in Simi Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, tami mccready 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: McCreary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christy McCreary and I live in Skokie, Illinois. 
 
Wild lands are for all citizens as well as forever. We must never allow short sighted for profit groups to plunder 
them. They must remain wild places. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Christy McCreary 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: McCreary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jan McCreary and I live in Silver City, New Mexico. 
 
 
Save Bears Ears!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jan McCreary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McCreary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep Tongas undisturbed!! 
 
Do not allow roads and logging inside the Tongass. 
 
Keep it pristine. 
 
For my grandchildren. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Faren 
Last name: McCrehin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Faren Mccrehin and I live in Sitka, AK. I was born in Sitka Alaska and live in Sitka. I work for the 
state school district. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with 
how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging 
for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the 
Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change 
impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and 
enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public 
lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption is 
not brought to you by the majority of Alaskans and is not supported by the majority of Alaskans because the 
proposal is an antithesis of all that is healthy for the land, the people, and the culture. A full exemption or any 
change of the Southeast Alaskan Tongass is an unnecessary change that comes with a high universal damage 
rate. Here are some following examples: The Alaskan streams are the worlds main source of salmon, food for 
the food chain (which affects others animals, naturally). The streams are suffering as it is and the fishermen are 
struggling more so than in the past 10 years to catch (what used to be normal amount). The bears are 
becoming more and more hungry and wondering into town (as a result endanger people get shot) looking for 
food, which has been occurring more so in the last 5 years. Moreover, Alaska's native culture depends on 
hunting (literally) many families survive of the land and ocean. 
 
The Amazon which is considered to be one of the lungs of the world for producing air ( and is home to other 
native cultures) was a natural refuge. The Amazon has just lost 310,000 acres of that lung and we cannot 
afford the loss of one of the only remaining natural resources of air production and habitat refuge--now more 
than ever.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 



 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure. 
 
 
 
Thank you for listening. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: McCrone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charles McCrone and I live in Issaquah, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Charles McCrone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:33:52 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McCrosky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Linda McCrosky 
Waynesville, NC 28786 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McCrossin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen McCrossin and I live in Sitka, AK. I have lived in Southeast Alaska, in Sitka, on the edge 
of wilderness, since 1988. In the last year and a half, I have put four thousand miles on my boat, from Lituya 
Bay to Queen Charlottes, fishing, hunting,clamming, shrimping, crabbing, gathering greens, birding, identifying 
trees, seaweeds, ferns and flowers, hiking to the tops of mountains. This land fills my belly, strengthens my 
mind, and lifts up my spirit. The forest is me, my life, my future. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Baranof Island, Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Yakutat forelands, 
Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau). I want 
the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The majority of 
comments on the roadless rule supported no action. IT IS ESSENTIAL that the system responds to and reflects 
the will of the people. THIS IS DEMOCRACY.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure devote resources to 
support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 



 
In light of the climate crisis, government must act to protect this temperate rainforest which is struggling to stay 
healthy. Anyone who is actually out there can see that struggle, spruce succumbing to aphids, yellow cedar 
dying because the roots have no snow cover, hemlock covered with fungus; water temperatures of seventy 
degrees in Red Fish Bay with cohos so lethargic you can scoop them up by hand, streams so low the salmon 
cant get up to spawn; hilltops crunchy dry filled with bugs, and plastic filled beaches. Simply, it is both 
shortsighted and stupid to stress this environment further. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McCrystal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John McCrystal and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John McCrystal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 11:23:02 AM 
First name: Brierley 
Last name: McCubbins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brierley Mccubbins and I live in Sparks, NV. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Outdoor recreation and protection is a vital part to the healthy continuation of all life on earth. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the lifestyles of 
the indigenous communities that the forest supports to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status 
as a national and global treasure, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the recreational opportunities 
it provides, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Mccue 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Mccue 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: McCuen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annie McCuen and I live in Salem, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annie McCuen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Angie 
Last name: McCullagh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the option of NOT OPENING TONGASS TO LOGGING AT ALL. Industry has taken over most of the 
land on this planet and we need to keep what little natural space we have left. Please reject this plan to open 
Tongass to more logging. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlie 
Last name: Mccullagh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charlie Mccullagh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adriana 
Last name: McCulloch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adriana McCulloch and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
We need our forests 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Adriana McCulloch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Crews 
Last name: Mcculloch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Crews Mcculloch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Crews 
Last name: Mcculloch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Crews Mcculloch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Crews 
Last name: Mcculloch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Crews Mcculloch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McCulloh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael McCulloh and I live in Elgin, Illinois. 
 
I hope that you realize, as more and more people do, that prosperity lies in creating sustainable means of 
production, not in raping what's left of the environment. Moreover, the value of our remaining natural beauty far 
exceeds any transient economic "value" a comparative handful of people might extract from its ruination. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael McCulloh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Forest Service; 
 
I am writing to request you keep the Tongass National Forest closed to logging. 
 
The climate desperately needs its old growth forest systems to remain intact. Your mandate is difficult to 
balance and it is multi-faceted, I know, but I truly believe that the Greatest Benefit for the Greatest Number, in 
the Long term, is to preserve this forest. 
 
We can always open it to logging in the future if we need to. But our climate is too unstable to risk cracking 
open this reserve of carbon at this time. 
 
Until then, put the loggers to work planting trees! Just so you know I am an arborist and logger, I have killed 
more trees than I can count. I justify it because most of the trees are hazardous, or they will be put to good use 
once they are on the ground. That reasoning doesn't really cut it anymore. Its time to change. It's time to save 
every tree we can. 
 
Again. I vote NO ACTION on opening the Tongass National Forest to Logging.Thank you,Adam McCullough, 
Montpelier City Arborist 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amanda 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amanda McCullough and I live in Pickerington, Ohio. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amanda McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryan 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bryan McCullough and I live in Proctor, Minnesota. 
 
If we give anyone an inch theyll take a mile. You know greed rules everything in this country. Someone has to 
nip it! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bryan McCullough 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gale 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gale McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeffrey McCullough and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeffrey McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Thank you for taking my comments. I live in Petersburg Alaska. I have commercially fished, sport fished, 
hunted and go into the Tongass to gather berries and to recreate. 
 
I support the no action alternative. Alternative 1. 
 
Many groups, many organizations, many of us poured over maps and identified the areas on the Tongass that 
are designated roadless. Areas used for hunting, for fishing, for gathering, and to bring visitors to see. These 
areas have provided this in the past and should continue to provide into the future. Areas that in a hot dry 
summer, with very little winter snow pack, hold moisture and helps the streams stay cooler. 
 
On January 26, 2018 218 Scientists sent a letter to Congress that says in part: "Nowhere are the benefits of 
protecting roadless areas and similar ecologically important lands greater than on the Tongass" 
 
In light of the importance of Roadless areas ecologically and to our Southeast Economy the following are 
important to me: 
 
* Any and all Roadless Rules need to protect all present inventoried Roadless Areas on the Tongass National 
Forest currently under the 2001 Roadless Rule. And this should include roaded roadless areas. 
 
* I do support the addition of more Roadless Areas i.e.: The Tongass 77(TU identified) and THC/Audubon 
Ecological Priority Areas that are not currently in the inventoried roadless areas The estuary at the Mouth of 
Petersburg Creek should be given a Roadless designation. 
 
* The heath and sustainability of our Old Growth Forest, Salmon, Sitka Black Deer, Alexander Archipelago 
Wolves, Northern Goshawks, along with the health of the local economies and human residents are ALL 
dependent on an intact ecosystem. 
 
* Do not change the Roadless Rule for Alaska. 
 
* Considerations and studies needed: 
 
- regional revenue and employment for commercial fishing and the visitor industries in SE Alaska compared to 
the timber industry. And publish the study. 
 
- cost of road building comparing it to the revenues generated by the timber revenues and publish this study. 
 
importance of the Tongass National Forest as a carbon sink and its effect on climate change. 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen McCullough and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy McCullough and I live in Drexel Hill, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: SERENA 
Last name: MCCULLOUGH 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is SERENA MCCULLOUGH and I live in Yakima, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, SERENA MCCULLOUGH 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherry McCullough and I live in Trenton, Michigan. 
 
If we unable to make immediate changes to our lifestyles, there is absolutely no argument against the fact that 
this will be the direct result of our apathy towards our environmental destruction. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sherry McCullough 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3614 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas McCullough 
 
Fayetteville, NY 13066 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William McCullough and I live in Chapin, South Carolina 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McCullough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William McCullough and I live in Chapin, South Carolina 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William McCullough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Mccune 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra Mccune 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Mccurdy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dan Mccurdy and I live in Leland Grove, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dan Mccurdy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: McCurdy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jack McCurdy and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jack McCurdy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Russ 
Last name: Mccurdy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Russ Mccurdy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryanne 
Last name: McCurry 
Organization: 1949 
Title:  
Comments: 
This is outrageous and you should NOT do this. I know it will fall of deaf ears, because you Trumpsters have 
been ignoring any comment against what you do. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: McCutchen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ron McCutchen and I live in Lake Oswego, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ron McCutchen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: McCutchen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ron McCutchen and I live in Lake Oswego, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ron McCutchen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McCutcheon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane McCutcheon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McCutcheon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Meghan 
Last name: McCutcheon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Meghan McCutcheon and I live in White Salmon, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Meghan McCutcheon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: McCutehen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC982 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shereen 
Last name: Mcdade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shereen Mcdade and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
Whatever your beliefs are, you don't have the right to contributing to destroying our planet, the only one we 
have. The EPA was created to oversee those who seek to harm our planet for their own gain. If you can't 
defend the protection of our planet, then you should resign! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Shereen Mcdade 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara McDaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bryce 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim McDaniel and I live in Belvidere, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim McDaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Good morning, 
 
 
 
The below comment was recorded on November 23, 2019 at the REI Flagship Store in Seattle, WA as part of a 
community meeting regarding the Alaska Roadless Rule. Washington Wild was given permission by the 
individual to submit this comment to the United States Forest Service on their behalf. Please add their 
comment into the record. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
Kyle McDaniel 
 
Seattle, WA 98106 
 
Hi, I'm Kyle McDaniel from West Seattle. I'm something of a sleeping warrior. In the 1990s, I came to 
Washington state in order to stand against some of the timber sales that had been opened by the salvage 
logging rider signed by President Bill Clinton. As time progressed, I became more involved in nonviolent civil 
disobedience in our actual forest being cut and as an experience wilderness orienteer, I had the fortune of 
hiking into some of the trailless areas here in Washington state to observe a forest that may not exist anymore. 
Now, there's a very poignant feeling in a forest that may not exist anymore. It radiates with spiritual energy. 
Now, as a product of the Reagan and Sr. Bush era, I was typical of many gen-Xers devoid of spirituality, 
religion, patriotism. Deep within the wilderness of the old growth forest, I discovered my spirituality and a sense 
of patriotism and a lot of that comes from the wilderness areas and the national parks of 
 
our country. That gave me a sense of what it meant to be American, not to be displaced, not to be a rebel, but 
to be part of this great nation and to find a place within it. So, every year during the logging season, I would 
travel from Port Townsend, Washington where I lived down to Northern California. I was part of the defense of 
Headwaters Forest in the Redwoods. I used my skills in orienteering to lead activists through endangered 
forest to conduct nonviolent civil disobedience, including tree sitting. And I lent myself to that and it was a great 
passion of mine. And eventually I, myself, spent 23 nights suspended between two redwoods on a traverse 
line, living in a hammock. We waited till mid-November of 1997 for a road bylaw to be unbuilt. We stayed up in 
those trees through cold, wet weather. And as the time passed, the loggers who had lodged a lot of hostility 
towards us began to respect us. They started leaving beer cans and chanterelles and other goodies at the 
bottom of the tree. They knew that we would sneak down in the middle of the night and get the goodies. So 
initially we made friends and then un-made the road and they went away. And the whole stand of trees, which 
was actually at right up against the Rockefeller forest in Noble State Park still stands today I actually protested 
Bill Clinton when he visited Bellevue College back in 1996 and advocated strongly for the roadless rule, as we 
also opposed some of the timber sales that had come open because of the salvage logging rider. When it was 
finally signed and instigated by our, our then president, I saw that as a kind of a crowning chapter in a fight that 
I had involved my life in for many years. So 20 years later, after not being involved in the environmental 
movement, I see the crown jewel of all roadless areas, which by the way, should be a wilderness area. Here in 
Washington state, roadless areas have to be more than 3000 acres and a wilderness area more than 5,000. 
Why are these 9,000 acres not a protected wilderness area, much less than national park? So now as a father 
of a daughter who is an accomplished backpacker, I find that it's a duty to stand up now. I'm not part of any 
organization, but I plan to network and use my skills and communication and leadership to become more 
involved. And as we watch many of the things we hold sacred and dear in our country be whittled away and 
really under threat, this is where I must make my stand because the bottom of my heart, like I said, is the 
source. Wilderness is the source of my patriotism and my spirituality. It has given me such healing and it has 



allowed me to be a productive member of society. So when I finally moved to Seattle 20 years ago, I felt like I 
had fought a good fight and now I can go on with my life and be a normal person. And 20 years later, here I am 
again. So one of my favorite movies, Frank Herbert's Dune, got me into ecology in the first place and there's 
one line and it goes "the sleeper must awaken," and that's, that's what must happen now. The sleeper must 
awaken. We can't just be preaching to the choir. We've got to reach out in our communities and make this 
known, and it may seem like a very dark time in our country, but this is a choice we can make. This is an 
opportunity for us to seize our humanity and seize our sense of what it means to be an American, our 
patriotism and this land that the Tongass as well as some of the other places I've never 
 
seen. But knowing that the crown jewel like in British Columbia and Bella Coola, the spirit bear area, those 
areas really need to be protected for all generations. Olympic National Park would not exist if people like us 
didn't come together nearly a hundred years ago. Yes, President Roosevelt signed it into law, but there were 
people like you that helped him get there. So I employ everyone to do what they can and I'm really happy to 
hear everybody speak today. It's profound moment for me, so thank you so much and good luck. 
 
________________________________ 
 
Hillary Sanders, Member and Engagement Manager 
 
She/Her 
 
WASHINGTON WILD 
 
206.633.1992 | wawild.org 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa McDaniel and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa McDaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 10:35:56 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mcdaniel and I live in Altadena, CA. Ive visited there and have been so grateful for the beauty 
and wilderness. I value the Tongass as a wild place that still exists and how being in a pristine environment like 
that changes how we see and feel about the world.  I appreciate the beauty and all the life that it holds. I feel it 
is imperative to protect forests to avoid climate catastrophe.  I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for 
future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Admiralty Island, Chichagof Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative.. The State of Alaska says 
that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would 
not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maxwell 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Mcdaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melissa Mcdaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Mcdaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melissa Mcdaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick McDaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Penni 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Penni McDaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Skot 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Skot McDaniel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5191 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please help us keep our nature natural! 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steven McDaniel 
 
Cotter, AR 72626 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vaughn 
Last name: McDaniel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3192 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Vaughn McDaniel 
 
Arvada, CO 80004 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Mcdaniel RN, BSN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm a 68 yo RN who grew up in Los Angeles, CA in 1950's in the foothills where the smog sat in the LA basin... 
before unleaded gasoline... My 5yo brother suffered life threatening asthma attacks of gasping and wheezing 
little lungs pumping his boney ribs to suck the burning LA air into his body... Somehow regulations changed 
and gas became unleaded. The air stopped burning though smog is still an issue... The Ozone Hole was 
identified and gradually because of scientists and media and outcry and government regulations fluorocarbons 
and other chemicals have been band and the Ozone Layer/Hole is recovering... I live in Washington State and 
am so grateful for the Climate and air, water and soil here... But now we all realize or soon will, that every tree 
every sequestered Carbon Dioxide and Methane molecule matters to the whole world to stop the chemical 
demise of our world's weather systems that our precious flora and fauna depend on and all living beings...!! 
Every release of the old growth sequestered ( hidden away or cloistered) Carbon Dioxide molecule matters if 
freed into the atmosphere ... And if the perma frost releases its sequestered, Methane molecules, which are 
greater than 80% more toxic to our atmosphere and warming environment , then we are doomed ... by the fires, 
by the more powerful hurricanes, by the droughts and floods that will kill our agriculture, food and medicine 
producing plants and trees ... I beg you as a nurse who's tried to help sick and suffering adults and children 
with respiratory issues to get the oxygen they need... It is the worst thing to watch someone fight for each 
breath ... The suffering is unimaginable ... These words can never be enough to convey how catastrophic each 
little violation of nature is becoming as we collectively ignore what needs to done to change our lives, our 
businesses, our energy sources, our transportation systems and machines, ... everything needs to pivot to 
Nature supporting ways and means ... I beg you as fellow citizens, brothers and sisters on this Island Planet 
NOT to build more roads and to protect and guard every forest and ecosystem that we have that is thriving or 
holding its own... Your decisions are not local they are global... I beg of you to protect every tree as if it were a 
human being and just as important in your Family for they surely are the source of life as is everything... Every 
tree is home to how many insects, how many fungi among its roots, nests in its branches? And on and on ... 
Please protect and utilize every bit of land in balance with your community and I will continue to do what I can 
in my community... Please do everything in your power to create the healing answers to Climate a Extremes... 
No more development for profit and power for a few without profiting and power for Nature so she can lift us all 
up and find her equilibrium again... Best wishes and gratitude for your endeavor to protect this land and all 
others... May we find our way to peace and generosity through love... and healing... 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: J 
Last name: McDaniels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is J McDaniels and I live in Williamston, Michigan. 
 
With the loss of forests around the world, we cannot afford to lose more. As was recently stated, wild forests 
are the lungs of Planet Earth. We need to be planting trees, not cutting them down...especially old forests 
previously untouched. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, J McDaniels 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colleen 
Last name: McDermitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colleen McDermitt and I live in Dunedin, Florida. 
 
 
The salaries in Florida are too low for such high bills. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Colleen McDermitt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann McDermott and I live in Litchfield Park, Arizona. 
 
 
In Wilderness lies our soul. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann McDermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aviel 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization: Mr. 
Title:  
Comments: 
I firmly oppose opening up roadless areas for logging. It's a terrible waste of our natural resources, it's awful 
and I hate it. As a United States citizen I think the forestry service should protect our forrest and that means 
keeping them roadless and not opening them up to logging. I and many others firmly oppose this as the 
devastating waste it would be. We should not even be considering exemptions. Opening up the forests for 
logging is a terrible idea. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Mcdermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brian Mcdermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I am an outdoor recreation enthusiast writing to express my interest in continuing to protect the Tongass 
National Forest and its backcountry and roadless areas from unnecessary logging and development. 
 
Every year me and my family travel around the United States visiting National Parks and enjoying the beauty of 
our country. Please work to protect The Tongass as it is full of value for outdoor recreation in the region, and 
also provides clean water, clean air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic and 
ecological health. We need to do as much as we can to protect nature and keep it safe for all future 
generations. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after a lot of public outreach. It's a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. Thank you for your time. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brian McDermott 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KATE 
Last name: MCDERMOTT 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is KATE MCDERMOTT and I live in Medford, Oregon. 
 
 
Stop the greedy madness vav our forests.  PROTECT THEM.  Despite our honky POTUS' views, that is your 
job. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, KATE MCDERMOTT 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marianne 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marianne McDermott and I live in Falls Church, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marianne McDermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marianne 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marianne McDermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: mark 
Last name: mcdermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is mark mcdermott and I live in East Rochester, New York. 
 
why must we allow trump to do what ever he wishes ? this planet needs help and care ,not raping of resources 
to solve current economic wants ! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, mark mcdermott 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie McDermott and I live in Highland Park, New Jersey. 
 
 
Save our forests! Save our climate! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melanie McDermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael McDermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruthann 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ruthann McDermott and I live in Williamsburg, Virginia. 
 
 
PROTECT THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST FOREVER!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ruthann McDermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vesta 
Last name: McDermott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vesta McDermott and I live in Redondo Beach, California. 
 
 
Beyond comprehension... this administration is MAD!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vesta McDermott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 10:17:47 PM 
First name: Kendal 
Last name: McDevitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kendal Mcdevitt and I live in Boone, NC. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Wildlife, carbon storage, public lands in public hands 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:37:16 PM 
First name: Kendal 
Last name: McDevitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kendal Mcdevitt and I live in Boone, NC. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
It is integral to salmon and its indigenous people. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McDevitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda McDevitt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McDevitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia McDevitt and I live in Middletown, New Jersey. 
 
Our forests, our water and our air are precious and priceless natural resources. Preserving natural resources is 
in the best interest of every person, non-human animal and plant.Destroying forests and contaminating water 
and the air we breathe may bring short-term profits to misguided and greedy corporations.Once our natural 
resouces are gone, no amount of money can buy them back. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate ch b ange jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when 
the state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the 
Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the 
rule in place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Patricia McDevitt 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: McDevitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in favor of the proposal to exempt the Tongass Forest from the 2001 roadless area conservation rule 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 5:12:43 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: McDonagh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claudia Mcdonagh and I live in Castro Valley, CA. I dont live there. I treasure the Tongas forest 
anyway. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the 
Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, 
recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon 
and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It is a workable 
compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I depend on 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  viewing 
wildlife, foraging and gathering wild foods, healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood, practicing my culture, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, keeping public lands 
wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Leave it wild.. The 
State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a 
full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
Protect it!  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: McDonagh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jan McDonagh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Mcdonagh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Mcdonagh and I live in [@advCity], Virginia. 
 
No to any and all changes to Bear Ears. Leave this area in its natural state as it has been for many centuries. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Janet Mcdonagh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: McDonal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frances McDonal and I live in Appleton, Wisconsin. 
 
I really like having clean air to breathe and vehemently disagree with these profit oriented bozos who want to 
increase pollution for their bottom line. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Frances McDonal 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A. 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, A. McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A. 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is A. McDonald and I live in Sedona, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, A. McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anne McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara McDonald and I live in Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brian McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. Wilderness is a 
dwindling resource of immense value as wilderness. The remaining wilderness must be preserved. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charles McDonald and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Charles McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: david 
Last name: mcdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongas is one of the last truly wild rainforests left in the world. We should be protecting it for not only 
ourselves but for future generations. 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am 
disappointed with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
Please be the person who stands up for these places and protects them for generations into the future. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erica 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing to urge you to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 
the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
I strongly support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National 
Forest. The Tongass is a treasure of the natural world, containing some of the largest intact old-growth 
temperate rainforest in the world. Its beauty -- and its value in providing fish and wildlife habitat -- is essential to 
the economic and ecological health of Alaska. 
 
I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless areas. The 
Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal Government has 
ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves untold 
millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. 
 
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs GREATLY exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Erica McDonald 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Mcdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erin Mcdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gayle 
Last name: mcdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gayle mcdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 1:29:55 PM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am an American taxpayer who is appalled by the Trump administration's continual attempts to destroy our 
country's national public lands and waters, which are irreplaceable and already are designated as federally-
protected national public lands and waters. I profoundly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate 
"Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest. I demand that you select the "no action" 
alternative instead, for these public lands which belong now in perpetuity to the American people, as 
designated by the United States Congress through the Antiquities Act. 
 
As you well know, the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than nine million 
pristine acres of roadless areas. Critically, it is North America's largest intact, old-growth temperate rainforest. 
Furthermore, it is home to a wide range of wildlife -- threatened and endangered -- including Alexander 
Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears, and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old 
trees serving as a carbon-reserve life raft in this time of climate change. Logging releases most of that carbon 
into the atmosphere. Private industrial destruction to this fragile ecosystem is wholly unacceptable to me and 
the overwhelmingly vast majority of Americans who, publicly time and again, have voiced our complete 
opposition to the current administration's illegal activities to destroy our nation's irreplaceable public lands that 
belong to the American people. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is recklessly irresponsible, illegal, wholly 
shortsighted with respect to the future, and fundamentally threatens conservation values and this irreplaceable 
ecosystem. The Tongass is national public land that belongs to all Americans and cannot be sacrificed to the 
private timber industry, which provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska, compared 
to tourism and fishing -- both of which rely on intact forests to thrive. Now more than ever before, it is vitally 
important to save these last remaining roadless forests because, shamefully and in contradiction of your 
agency's inherent management responsibilities, the Forest Service has fragmented and logged so much of our 
national forests, gravely harming wildlife and waters along the way.  
 
Moreover, I also profoundly oppose your endangering, illegal plan to allow the agency to open any of the five 
million acres of roadless, public land areas on the Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for 
logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because 
of the critical role they play in protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat, and remote recreation. 
 
During our time here each one of us is but a temporary caretaker, with a direct moral imperative, to care 
responsibly for the unique, irreplaceable lands and waters with which our nation has been gifted and which we 
must hand over to each subsequent generation. Given the weighty responsibilities of your position, that direct 
moral imperative holds tremendous gravitas for you. You hold the future of America's unique national public 
lands and waters, which are not replicated anywhere else on the face of the Earth, in your hands much more 
than most of us. Therefore, it is your direct moral responsibility now not to set in motion highly destructive 
forces to the American environment in Tongass National Forest and Chugach National Forest that will be 
irreversible. You must do the right thing and think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative 
to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
Holly McDonald 
Trenton, NJ 08691 
mcdonaldh@optonline.net 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
I write as an American taxpayer and conservationist who believes that the Tongass National Forest is one of 
America's irreplaceable, national natural legacies that is a birthright of all Americans and must remain protected 
as such, now and for generations to come. True wilderness is a precious resource to be valued for itself and 
the Tongass is a truly wild place. 
 
Wilderness havens must be protected in order to save threatened and endangered species. Moreover, this 
particular distinctly unique environment must be saved in order to try to stop out-of-control climate change in 
North America. As the largest temperate, old growth rain forest in North America, it is our duty as the temporary 
human caretakers of the environment during our time on Earth to pass on this precious legacy safely and intact 
to future generations. 
 
Its treasured thousand-year-old trees are a refuge for animals that struggle to find safe homes elsewhere in the 
country. The rare Alexander Archipelago wolf roams there, as well as the nation's largest concentration of 
coastal brown bears. Bald eagles nest near its waters, and mountain goats climb the crags overhead. It is our 
moral imperative to protect all of this now before it is too late. 
 
Logging, mining, and development within the borders of the Tongass National Forest, without a doubt, will 
destroy a precious, irreplaceable wilderness treasure that can never be retrieved and is not replicated 
anywhere else on the planet. I implore you please not to exempt portions of the already federally-protected 
Tongass National Forest which, as national public land, belongs in perpetuity to the American people as 
designated by an act of Congress through the Antiquities Act, from the Roadless Rule, and to keep this 
irreplaceable, oldest growth and largest temperate rain forest in North America pristine now and for future 
generations. Any action other than this is completely unacceptable to the overwhelmingly vast majority of 
Americans who, time and again, have spoken out publicly in support of maintaining full protections for all of our 
country's national public lands and waters. Please listen to the American people who know this land must be 
preserved for the public good, for the good of our nation, as well as for the good of the world. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Holly McDonald 
 
Robbinsville, NJ 08691 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am an American taxpayer who is appalled by the Trump administration's continual attempts to destroy our 
country's national public lands and waters, which are irreplaceable and already are designated as federally-
protected national public lands and waters. I profoundly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate 
"Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest. I demand that you select the "no action" 
alternative instead, for these public lands which belong now in perpetuity to the American people, as 
designated by the United States Congress through the Antiquities Act. 
 
As you well know, the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than nine million 
pristine acres of roadless areas. Critically, it is North America's largest intact, old-growth temperate rainforest. 
Furthermore, it is home to a wide range of wildlife -- threatened and endangered -- including Alexander 
Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears, and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old 
trees serving as a carbon-reserve life raft in this time of climate change. Logging releases most of that carbon 
into the atmosphere. Private industrial destruction to this fragile ecosystem is wholly unacceptable to me and 
the overwhelmingly vast majority of Americans who, publicly time and again, have voiced our complete 
opposition to the current administration's illegal activities to destroy our nation's irreplaceable public lands that 
belong to the American people. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is recklessly irresponsible, illegal, wholly 
shortsighted with respect to the future, and fundamentally threatens conservation values and this irreplaceable 
ecosystem. The Tongass is national public land that belongs to all Americans and cannot be sacrificed to the 
private timber industry, which provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska, compared 
to tourism and fishing -- both of which rely on intact forests to thrive. Now more than ever before, it is vitally 
important to save these last remaining roadless forests because, shamefully and in contradiction of your 
agency's inherent management responsibilities, the Forest Service has fragmented and logged so much of our 
national forests, gravely harming wildlife and waters along the way. 
 
Moreover, I also profoundly oppose your endangering, illegal plan to allow the agency to open any of the five 
million acres of roadless, public land areas on the Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for 
logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because 
of the critical role they play in protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat, and remote recreation. 
 
During our time here each one of us is but a temporary caretaker, with a direct moral imperative, to care 
responsibly for the unique, irreplaceable lands and waters with which our nation has been gifted and which we 
must hand over to each subsequent generation. Given the weighty responsibilities of your position, that direct 
moral imperative holds tremendous gravitas for you. You hold the future of America's unique national public 
lands and waters, which are not replicated anywhere else on the face of the Earth, in your hands much more 
than most of us. Therefore, it is your direct moral responsibility now not to set in motion highly destructive 
forces to the American environment in Tongass National Forest and Chugach National Forest that will be 
irreversible. You must do the right thing and think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative 
to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Holly McDonald 
 
Trenton, NJ 08691 
 
 
 



[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James McDonald and I live in San Anselmo, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanette 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeanette McDonald and I live in Washington, District of Columbia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeanette McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John McDonald and I live in Newark, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joyce McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy McDonald and I live in Victor, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaye 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kaye McDonald and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Please do the right thing for our children and grandchildren. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kaye McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:41:08 PM 
First name: Kaye 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaye McDonald 
Portland, OR 97203 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaye 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kim McDonald and I live in Marysville, Washington. 
 
People need clean air to be healthy. We deserve it and we can have it. Don' allow polluter's to take away our 
right to clean air. People before profits! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kim McDonald 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Mcdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Mcdonald and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen Mcdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela McDonald and I live in Riverside, California. 
 
Its sacrilegious to do this. We're in danger with a climate crisis and cutting down these trees is ignorant. Does 
anyone in charge READ? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Pamela McDonald 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia McDonald and I live in Winter Park, Florida. 
 
 
I am heartsick at the rapid decline of wild animals and public lands in our country. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Mcdonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Mcdonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roland 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3258 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Roland McDonald 
 
Red Hook, NY 12571 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4894 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McDonald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas McDonald and I live in Toledo, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas McDonald 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: victoria 
Last name: mcdonald 
Organization: Tongass Conservation Society 
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless comments Nov 20, 2019 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
 
 
To Forest Service Officials involved in the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
Having been reliant on the ecological integrity of the Tongass National Forest since 1974, 
 
I want the Tongass to be included in the Roadless rule. Unfortunately, the Roadless Rule, which should be 
based on scientific findings, has been changed many times, depending on the political stripe of the federal 
administration. Adding insult to injury, our congressional delegation advocate clearcutting the Tongass, despite 
overwhelming evidence of the importance of the Tongass. 
 
 
 
The current administration is making every possible effort to log or mine this iconic forest for the exaggerated 
promise of jobs. The "timber industry" accounts for 1% of Southeast's economy and yet some continue to 
advocate for this ghost industry. Viking timber, the only remaining mill in Southeast, pleads for more timber, yet 
when logs are delivered, most of it is shipped overseas, not benefiting the local economy . 
 
 
 
In contrast tourism, which expands yearly, contributes a much larger share of our economy. Many visitors plan 
to see our forest, many come to fish, and some hope to see a glacier. 
 
If forests are decimated, fish runs decrease because their spawning areas are polluted or too warm for smolts 
and glaciers are melting rapidly, they will realize how drastic climate change in our State. Tourism promotes 
healthy forest and clean water. 
 
 
 
As the climate warms, scientists have found that old-growth is a massive carbon sequesterer, and yet the 
Forest Service continues to cut old-growth areas. Americans are aware of the need to re-absorb CO2. Leaving 
the Tongass out of the Roadless means that massive carbon holders will disappear. Yes, young trees will grow 
and absorb some carbon but owing to the cold, acidic soil of the Tongass, it will take at least 200, if not 300 or 
400 to be able to absorb as much as the trees that will be logged without Roadless protection. Our nation is 
falling behind the race to stop global warming; keeping our large tree stands will slow this warming. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is the only forest in Alaska that is threatened by continued logging. The Chugach, although 
valuable, does not offer the same amount of old-growth, and there is no mill in the area. Alcan Timber of 
Ketchikan demands available trees, but again, they ship logs overseas. With the current tariffs on American 



profits, where will Alcan ship its logs? Haven't we reached the end of an era in the Tongass where trees are 
more valuable standing than clear cuts? 
 
 
 
Contrary to misconceptions, the Roadless does allow roads and electrical lines to be built and maintained and 
mines developed with strict regulations. The Tongass has thousands of miles of roaded areas that enable 
hunters and recreationists to access the forest. The Roadless Rule does not block human use, but seeks to 
protect the habitat which residents rely on. 
 
 
 
Every single timber sale on the Tongass has been subsidized, at great expense to American taxpayers. 
However, this fact is carefully shrouded when timber sales project the number of jobs that will be produced. 
Statistics of economic growth have not told the true story of how much logging truly costs. The US government 
has paid to destroy our forests, a strange idea for anyone who pays taxes. 
 
 
 
Logging on the Tongass began in earnest in the late 50's and 60's, ramping up in the 70's and 80's. Timber 
sales focused on riparian areas where the largest trees stood; those areas also provided prime habitat for 
mammals, fish, and birds of the Tongass. Timber sales increased quickly, and Ward Cove was often jammed 
with log rafts, with more waiting to be towed to the mill. Ketchikan Pulp mill had no reliable regulatory agency 
overseeing its operations, so when it closed in 1997, a Superfund site remained. Today, 22 years later, there 
are no clams of other bottom dweller surviving in Ward Cove. A commercial herring fishery in Ward Cove was 
eliminated since herring demand clean water, something the Department of Environmental Conservation did 
not think important. Salmon do swim through that polluted waterway to access Ward Lake and its tributaries, 
but they have developed the ability to access clean water beyond Ward Cove. 
 
 
 
Native corporations were granted timber rights on Dall Island, that once held enormous trees. Prince of Wales 
held huge stands of old-growth and were cut as quickly as possible. Some of the timber units held high volume 
stands. The Forest Service allowed "experimental areas" where allowable logging acreages were doubled. 
"Experimental areas" were excuses to break the law on the size of clearcuts. Revillagigedo Island has been 
heavily logged, and remains an island that continues to be logged. Now the pressure has moved north to the 
areas surrounding Wrangell and Petersburg. Residents in those areas are also reliant on a healthy forest, 
something that is ignored in choosing the most invasive alternative in the FEIS'. 
 
 
 
Native corporations cut areas surrounding their villages. Kake Tribal was told they could log for 50 years as 
ships from Asia filled Keku Straits. They arrived with decks high above the water, but as the logs filled their 
holds, they sank deeper into the ocean, then sailed away with their booty. I lived in Kake for 10 years, teaching 
school for 9 months, and commercial fishing during the summer. Native fishermen who held limited entry 
permits sold their permits for the larger amounts of money earned from logging. Logging ended in Kake after 15 
years, but the subsistence economy was forever altered. Kake struggles to maintain itself, after the big money 
years. Other corporations have also suffered from a false sense of security surrounding logging. 
 
 
 
Another false idea was to cut the once-termed "overly mature" trees to make way for young trees. When new 
trees sprouted, they had access to sunlight and grew quickly, choking the land so that deer or bear could not 
enter. Instead of old-growth stands where trees fought for sunlight, second growth trees grow thick growth 
rings. Second growth wood does not have the strength of old growth, warping easily when cut and milled. In 
addition, second growth does not produce viable timber for at least 75 years and longer. 
 
 
 



Deer numbers have decreased in logged areas, not because of wolves, but because winter habitat on south 
facing slopes was eliminated with logging. Deer depend on south facing slopes, that produce big trees, 
highlighted for timber sales. Hunting deer is an importance subsistence activity in Southeast. Subsistence 
hunters were allowed only 2 deer this year. Sitka Black Tail deer are small; two animals per hunter are minimal, 
considering they are hunted in the largest national forest in the U.S. 
 
 
 
Soils in the Tongass are shallow and infertile, building slowly since the last Ice Age, often having only 6 to 8 
inches on top of bedrock. Since there is little soil in the Tongass, karst, or limestone provides better growing 
condition and were targeted for logging. Prince of Wales holds world class limestone caves but after logging, 
many of the karst areas lost topsoil, leaving them bleached and sterile. Formerly rich areas for tree growth are 
denuded and bare. When flying over Prince of Wales, the many clear cuts are overwhelming, showing how the 
Forest Service altered a world class rainforest into a shorn landscape. 
 
 
 
According to the team leader for the Central Prince of Wales timber sale in the 1990's, the Forest Service had 
not been able in past sales to fulfill its contractual obligations for board feet of timber because the terrain is 
mountainous, rocky or otherwise not able to be logged. Therefore, timber sales spread beyond boundaries; 
when a new timber sale was planned, the surrounding land had already been cut. Statistics on what had been 
cut and what was available were never acknowledged. Central Prince of Wales was not approved because the 
board feet prediction was not available. 
 
 
 
Wolf numbers have been decimated, especially in areas that have been roaded. Trapping is allowed and many 
poachers brag about killing wolves. However, the predator/prey balance must be maintained, if the deer 
population is to be kept healthy. Wolves need large areas to be able to feed pups, and there are insufficient 
connecting areas for wolves to breed and live successfully. Wolves are part of a healthy ecosystem, dependent 
on having sufficient wilderness for hunting. 
 
 
 
In summary, The Tongass must be part of the Roadless Rule, in force for the rest of the United States. The 
best areas have been cut and citizens, once exposed to this National Forest, regard it as the Crown Jewel of 
our forest system. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
 
 
Victoria McDonald for 
 
Tongass Conservation Society 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Ketchikan, AK  99901 
 
To Forest Service Officials involved in the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Having been reliant on the ecological integrity of the Tongass National Forest since 1974, 
I want the Tongass to be included in the Roadless rule.  Unfortunately, the Roadless Rule, which 
should be based on scientific findings, has been changed many times, depending on the 
political stripe of the federal administration. Adding insult to injury, our congressional 
delegation advocate clearcutting the Tongass, despite overwhelming evidence of the 
importance of the Tongass. 
 
The current administration is making every possible effort to log or mine this iconic forest for 
the exaggerated promise of jobs.  The “timber industry” accounts for 1% of Southeast’s 
economy and yet some continue to advocate for this ghost industry. Viking timber, the only 
remaining mill in Southeast, pleads for more timber, yet when logs are delivered, most of it is 
shipped overseas, not benefiting the local economy .  
 
In contrast tourism, which expands yearly, contributes a much larger share of our economy.  
Many visitors plan to see our forest, many come to fish, and some hope to see a glacier. 
If forests are decimated, fish runs decrease because their spawning areas are polluted or too 
warm for smolts and glaciers are melting rapidly, they will realize how drastic climate change in 
our State.  Tourism promotes healthy forest and clean water. 
 
As the climate warms, scientists have found that old-growth is a massive carbon sequesterer, 
and yet the Forest Service continues to cut old-growth areas.  Americans are aware of the need  
to re-absorb CO2. Leaving the Tongass out of the Roadless means that massive carbon holders 
will disappear.  Yes, young trees will grow and absorb some carbon but owing to the cold, acidic 
soil of the Tongass, it will take at least 200, if not 300 or 400 to be able to absorb as much as 
the trees that will be logged without Roadless protection. Our nation is falling behind the race 
to stop global warming; keeping our large tree stands will slow this warming. 
 
The Tongass is the only forest in Alaska that is threatened by continued logging.  The Chugach, 
although valuable, does not offer the same amount of old-growth, and there is no mill in the 
area.  Alcan Timber of Ketchikan demands available trees, but again, they ship logs overseas. 
With the current tariffs on American profits, where will Alcan ship its logs?  Haven’t we reached 
the end of an era in the Tongass where trees are more valuable standing than clear cuts? 
 
Contrary to misconceptions, the Roadless does allow roads and electrical lines to be built and 
maintained and mines developed with strict regulations.  The Tongass has thousands of miles of 
roaded areas that enable hunters and recreationists to access the forest.  The Roadless Rule 
does not block human use, but seeks to protect the habitat which residents rely on.  
 
Every single timber sale on the Tongass has been subsidized, at great expense to American 
taxpayers.  However, this fact is carefully shrouded when timber sales project the number of 



jobs that will be produced.  Statistics of economic growth have not told the true story of how 
much logging truly costs. The US government has paid to destroy our forests, a strange idea for 
anyone who pays taxes. 
 
Logging on the Tongass began in earnest in the late 50’s and 60’s, ramping up in the 70’s and 
80’s.  Timber sales focused on riparian areas where the largest trees stood; those areas also 
provided prime habitat for mammals, fish, and birds of the Tongass.  Timber sales increased 
quickly, and Ward Cove was often jammed with log rafts, with more waiting to be towed to the 
mill.  Ketchikan Pulp mill had no reliable regulatory agency overseeing its operations, so when it 
closed in 1997, a Superfund site remained. Today, 22 years later, there are no clams of other 
bottom dweller surviving in Ward Cove.  A commercial herring fishery in Ward Cove was 
eliminated since herring demand clean water, something the Department of Environmental 
Conservation did not think important. Salmon do swim through that polluted waterway to 
access Ward Lake and its tributaries, but they have developed the ability to access clean water 
beyond Ward Cove. 
 
Native corporations were granted timber rights on Dall Island, that once held enormous trees.  
Prince of Wales held huge stands of old-growth and were cut as quickly as possible.  Some of 
the timber units held high volume stands. The Forest Service allowed “experimental areas” 
where allowable logging acreages were doubled.  “Experimental areas” were excuses to break 
the law on the size of clearcuts. Revillagigedo Island has been heavily logged, and remains an 
island that continues to be logged. Now the pressure has moved north to the areas surrounding 
Wrangell and Petersburg.  Residents in those areas are also reliant on a healthy forest, 
something that is ignored in choosing the most invasive alternative in the FEIS’. 
 
Native corporations cut areas surrounding their villages. Kake Tribal was told they could log for 
50 years as ships from Asia filled Keku Straits. They arrived with decks high above the water, but 
as the logs filled their holds, they sank deeper into the ocean, then sailed away with their 
booty.  I lived in Kake for 10 years, teaching school for 9 months, and commercial fishing during 
the summer.  Native fishermen who held limited entry permits sold their permits for the larger 
amounts of money earned from logging.  Logging ended in Kake after 15 years, but the 
subsistence economy was forever altered.  Kake struggles to maintain itself, after the big 
money years.  Other corporations have also suffered from a false sense of security surrounding 
logging. 
 
Another false idea was to cut the once-termed “overly mature” trees to make way for young 
trees. When new trees sprouted, they had access to sunlight and grew quickly, choking the land 
so that deer or bear could not enter. Instead of old-growth stands where trees fought for 
sunlight, second growth trees grow thick growth rings. Second growth wood does not have the 
strength of old growth, warping easily when cut and milled. In addition, second growth does 
not produce viable timber for at least 75 years and longer. 
 
Deer numbers have decreased in logged areas, not because of wolves, but because winter 
habitat on south facing slopes was eliminated with logging. Deer depend on south facing slopes, 



that produce big trees, highlighted for timber sales. Hunting deer is an importance subsistence 
activity in Southeast. Subsistence hunters were allowed only 2 deer this year.  Sitka Black Tail 
deer are small; two animals per hunter are minimal, considering they are hunted in the largest 
national forest in the U.S. 
 
 Soils in the Tongass are shallow and infertile, building slowly since the last Ice Age, often having 
only 6 to 8 inches on top of bedrock. Since there is little soil in the Tongass, karst, or limestone 
provides better growing condition and were targeted for logging.  Prince of Wales holds world 
class limestone caves but after logging, many of the karst areas lost topsoil, leaving them 
bleached and sterile.  Formerly rich areas for tree growth are denuded and bare. When flying 
over Prince of Wales, the many clear cuts are overwhelming, showing how the Forest Service 
altered a world class rainforest into a shorn landscape.  
 
According to the team leader for the Central Prince of Wales timber sale in the 1990’s, the 
Forest Service had not been able in past sales to fulfill its contractual obligations for board feet 
of timber because the terrain is mountainous, rocky or otherwise not able to be logged. 
Therefore, timber sales spread beyond boundaries; when a new timber sale was planned, the 
surrounding land had already been cut.  Statistics on what had been cut and what was available 
were never acknowledged. Central Prince of Wales was not approved because the board feet 
prediction was not available. 
 
Wolf numbers have been decimated, especially in areas that have been roaded.  Trapping is 
allowed and many poachers brag about killing wolves.  However, the predator/prey balance 
must be maintained, if the deer population is to be kept healthy.  Wolves need large areas to be 
able to feed pups, and there are insufficient connecting areas for wolves to breed and live 
successfully. Wolves are part of a healthy ecosystem, dependent on having sufficient wilderness 
for hunting. 
 
In summary, The Tongass must be part of the Roadless Rule, in force for the rest of the United 
States.  The best areas have been cut and citizens, once exposed to this National Forest, regard 
it as the Crown Jewel of our forest system.   
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Victoria McDonald for 
Tongass Conservation Society 
Ketchikan, AK   99901 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: McDonald-Ross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle McDonald-Ross and I live in Salt Lake City, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle McDonald-Ross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: McDonell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern: 
 
 
 
I am writing to voice my strong opposition to moving towards Option 6 and the complete cancellation of the 
Roadless Rule in the Tongass. It is a complete fallacy that this revocation should be based on economics for 
the timber industry. Tourism $ are 20x that of the timber industry and all this revocation would do is benefit big 
lumber companies that want to sell to China. I have a brother who lives in the Tongass area and so I know 
something about this. Beyond economics there is the whole issue of climate change that we need to act on 
now....NOT make it worse!!!!! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: McDonnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is a national treasure and must be protected. Ending the Roadless Rules 
protections would put this primordial rainforest at risk, and all for short term gains. We owe it to all future 
generations to safeguard this precious ecosystem for while it is very easy to destroy, it is impossible to recreate 
what has taken eons to build. Out of respect for nature, the indigenous people of the land, and future 
generations, I implore you to uphold the Roadless Rules protections. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: rea 
Last name: mcdonnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is rea mcdonnell and I live in Silver Spring, Maryland. 
 
I have been to the Tongass Forest. We need to know that the Amazon is not the only set of lungs for the 
planet. Tongass with all its beauty is an equally important 'lung." 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, rea mcdonnell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rosemary 
Last name: McDonnell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosemary McDonnell and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rosemary McDonnell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: McDonnell-Forney 
Organization: Ms. 
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass forest must be protected. It is a terrible idea to open more of this old-growth forest up to logging 
and development. Keep it protected. Do not remove the roadless protection. Our future depends on it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brad 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brad McDonough and I live in Woburn, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brad McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fran 
Last name: Mcdonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fran Mcdonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Mcdonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joan Mcdonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph McDonough and I live in Hemet, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karin McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. ok  
Regards, Karin McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Liane 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Liane McDonough and I live in Rancho Cucamonga, California. 
 
I never made a visit to this wondrous place but I hope it will be there for all generations to witness its 
conservation. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Liane McDonough 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McDonough and I live in Otisville, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca McDonough and I live in Eastsound, Washington. 
 
 
We should be planting trees, not cutting them down. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rebecca McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not open the Tongass Forest to logging!! 
 
This forest is so important and once logged, it will never be recovered! Do not give in to greed! 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
B. Scott McDonough 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging in the Tongass Forest! 
 
Please do not sacrifice yet another irreplaceable wild place to corporate greed!!! 
 
 
 
No more logging in the Tongass!!! 
 
 
 
Scott McDonough 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelley 
Last name: McDonough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shelley McDonough and I live in Greencastle, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shelley McDonough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: McDougal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alec 
Last name: McDougall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alec McDougall and I live in Mount Vernon, Washington. 
 
 
We are writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. We urge you not to abandon the 
Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the 
rule in place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering our comments.  
Regards, Alec McDougall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Mcdougall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joan Mcdougall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: McDow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy McDow and I live in Richardson, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cathy McDow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: McDowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen McDowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Mcdowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Katherine Mcdowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kelley 
Last name: McDowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelley McDowell and I live in Colusa, California. 
 
As someone who enjoys nature and being outdoors, I understand that we need to do all we can to protect our 
parks, national monuments and nature reserves. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kelley McDowell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mcdowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Mcdowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mcdowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Mcdowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marianne 
Last name: McDowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marianne McDowell and I live in Gainesville, Florida. 
 
 
Protecting public land is more important than corporate interest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marianne McDowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Meta 
Last name: McDowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Meta McDowell and I live in Rancho Mirage, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Meta McDowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelley 
Last name: McDowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shelley McDowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catharine 
Last name: McEachern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catharine McEachern and I live in Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
 
We must take care of our fragile planet! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catharine McEachern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catharine 
Last name: McEachern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catharine McEachern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catharine 
Last name: McEachern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catharine McEachern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Mcelhaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Mcelhaney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: McElheran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kyle McElheran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 8:30:16 AM 
First name: Carter 
Last name: McElroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carter Mcelroy and I live in Athens, NY. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am extremely concerned about the ecological loss in one of the oldest living libraries we have left! The loss of 
wildlife &amp; biodiversity is already so alarming! 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: McElroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McElroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McElroy and I live in Topeka, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McElroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McElroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McElroy and I live in Lakewood, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McElroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Mcelroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maureen Mcelroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: judith 
Last name: mcelynn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It's inconceivable that the federal government finds it necessary to commercialize the natural treasures in the 
Tongass forest, which includes 165,000 acres of old-growth hemlock, cedar and spruce trees. 
 
Clearly it should raise taxes on the 1 percent if its so desperate for $$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$ before it sells the 
assets of future generations for a pittance. By lifting the Roadless Rule in this area you are critically damaging 
the protections of these forests; an irreplaceable tree stock working as a balance against air pollution and CO2 
remediation.... for what.......to make toothpicks, 2x4s and toilet paper. SHAME ON YOU... 
 
ALL OF YOU I hope your KIDS are proud!! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: McEver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Caroline McEver 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aileen 
Last name: McEvoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Aileen McEvoy and I live in Waverly, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Aileen McEvoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mcevoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mcevoy and I live in Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Mcevoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mcevoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Mcevoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ira 
Last name: McEvoy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ira McEvoy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McEwan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane McEwan and I live in Cumming, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane McEwan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Mcewan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynne Mcewan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chad 
Last name: McFadden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McFadden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John McFadden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McFadden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McFadden and I live in Forest Hill, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McFadden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McFadden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: McFadden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie McFadden and I live in North Olmsted, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephanie McFadden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: McFadyen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is my home. I was raised in the Alders, Hemlocks and Spruce trees on Mitkof 
Island. I spent coutnless hours getting lost in the dense forests near my Island home. Growing up in such an 
aweinspiring landscape instilled a love of and a need for forests in my life that is not optional but instinctual. 
Since leaving home I have lived among the Redwoods of California, the evergreens in Washington, and in the 
Mountains of Montana but I have never witnessed a forest that is as diverse, rich, and painstakingly beautiful 
as the Togass. There isn't another place on earth where the green of the trees is so rich it appears blue 
amoungst the mist and grey. Traveling the waterways of Southeast Alaska and taking in the green from 
seashore to mountain peak will always represetn a picture of home for me. This forest deserves to be saved 
and is worth protecting. There are not other rainforests like the Tongass left on earth and we need to do 
everything that we can to protect its longeviity into the future, and not just swome of it, every square foot 
deserves our protections. The damamge to the landscape, wildlife, and water sources that can occur from clear 
cutting endager this Forest. Please protect this forest and our eco system that the Tongass provides. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: McFall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Alice] McFall and I live in [Las vegas], [Nevada]. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alice McFall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chadidjah 
Last name: McFall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chadidjah McFall and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chadidjah McFall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Mcfall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robin Mcfall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allegra 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allegra McFarland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jessika 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public comment: Roadless Rule 
 
Hello Forest Service, 
 
I am an ecologist and research assistant intern currently living in Juneau, Alaska. I am deeply concerned about 
the possibility of exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, and maintain that the Roadless Rule should 
continue. These are my thoughts and concerns: 
 
1. DISRUPTING ECOLOGICAL SYSTEMS 
 
As you know, the Tongass is the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. It is also home to countless 
species, big and small, who depend on the land. I strongly believe opening up the Tongass to logging will have 
disastrous consequences, especially for salmon populations, which make up roughly 8% of the economy of 
Alaska. Our current administration has slashed numerous environmental laws, and if this administration 
continues through 2020, we cannot adequately guarantee that loggers will maintain effective practices in terms 
of clean water, air, controlling for runoff, soil erosion, etc. This could result in numerous bottom-up effects that 
could impact wildlife and lose a lot of revenue for the state of Alaska in industries such as tourism, fishing and 
hunting. 
 
2. DISRUPTING AN IMPORTANT CARBON SINK 
 
Over 98% of expert scientists in their field support that human activity is contributing to climate change via 
greenhouse gas emissions, most notably carbon dioxide. Contrary to what popular media insists, climate 
change is not a political debate, but a very real phenomenon that is evident across multiple scientific 
disciplines. Forests are a natural &quot;carbon sink&quot;, absorbing excess carbon in the atmosphere. 
Opening the Tongass up to logging will disrupt an important source of carbon sequestration. Temperate 
rainforests in particular have the densest concentrations of carbon than any other forest system. Revoking the 
Roadless Rule will jeopardize one of North America's largest defense mechanisms against climatic change. 
 
3. DISRUPTING NATIVE WAYS OF LIFE 
 
The logging of the Tongass back in the 1950's displaced and disenfranchised native communities in the 
Southeast, including the Tlingit and Haida tribes, who have occupied this area for thousands of years. Opening 
up the Tongass to logging has the impact to displace the native ways of life of these tribes yet again, even if 
logging is not done in their respective areas (see #1). Our country is rich in history, but one of the greatest 
blemishes on our nation's history is the way we've handled native tribes in the past. We as a nation are better 
than this now, and I hope that Alaska makes the proper choice instead of trying to renew an industry that does 
more harm than help. 
 
I hope that these short paragraphs can support the right choice in legislation. Please keep the Roadless Rule 
for Alaska! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jessika McFarland 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert McFarland and I live in Hollywood, Florida. 
 
 
For the many. Not the greedy few. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert McFarland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: SM 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, SM McFarland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Mcfarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa McFarland and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
I want Tongass saved for my grandchild. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa McFarland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa McFarland and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Stop cutting our forest, they are all that stand between us and a ruined planet.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa McFarland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa McFarland and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
I want Tongass saved for my grandchild. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa McFarland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: McFarland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Virginia McFarland and I live in Arcadia, Michigan. 
 
 
As a parent and grandparent, I want to protect our environment &amp;amp; heritage of nature. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Virginia McFarland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McFarlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect wildlife, keep the Tongass roadless 
 
I totally support you Resident Trump and I think you are doing a fantastic job. I am mostly interested in saving 
unborn babies but as an animal lover I believe it is important to maintain the natural habitat of these beautiful 
animals. If we don't the only place we will be able to see them is in a zoo behind bars. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Susan McFarlin 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Mcfarling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jim Mcfarling 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: McFatridge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: McFatter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Megan McFatter and I live in Jacksonville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Megan McFatter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: McFaul 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am 100% opposed to removing the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. This unlawful 
administration has run roughshod over the laws, rules and norms of a civilized society since day 1, always 
looking to rape the environment for profit. All this to help just over 300 logging jobs in Alaska and to send most 
of the timber to China. It makes no sense! 
 
Please choose option 1 and leave Tongass National Forest as it has been since the 1981 law. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terra 
Last name: Mcfee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Terra Mcfee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jace 
Last name: McFetridge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I spent 3 months working in the Tongass National Forest last year and it was the best summer of my life. I fell 
in love with that place in it will forever have a special place in my heart. Please protect it and keep it roadless. 
Thank you. 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: McGannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McGarr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen McGarr and I live in San Francisco, CA. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen McGarr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: MCGARRITY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen MCGARRITY 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: MCGARRITY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen MCGARRITY 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A.C. 
Last name: McGarry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is A.C. McGarry and I live in Taylor, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, A.C. McGarry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: McGarvey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Philip Mcgarvey and I live in Branscomb, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I'm caretaker of a private 500 acre redwood forest preserve in northern california. This land was logged before 
being preserved, and spending most of my time out in this forest and in nearby old growth forests, I daily 
witness the myriad ways that the logging of this forest destroyed the habitat for all forms of life here. For a few 
simple examples, there is much more erosion of the streams and creeks, the soil holds less water because it 
was killed off by hauling away all the biomass of the big trees here. The small trees of the second growth forest 
are much more of a fire hazard, and when fire does come through as we've seen all over california, it kills most 
of the trees, unlike in old growth forests where most of the trees survive. The salmon habitat was also 
devastated here and we have almost no salmon now. I don't want this to happen to the Tongass, where my 
partner has spent a lot of time and witnessed the beautiful and abundant and lush old growth forest that would 
be destroyed if more logging is done there. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McGaughey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary McGaughey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: S 
Last name: Mcgaughey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is S Mcgaughey and I live in West Fork, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, S Mcgaughey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: McGauhey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am strongly opposed to any change or rollback of the Tongass Roadless Rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mcgavin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Mcgavin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cecily 
Last name: McGaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cecily McGaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McGeary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McGeary and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McGeary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amanda 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David McGee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dennis McGee and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dennis McGee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deric 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deric McGee and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
We need to stop unconscionable practices which ignore the will of citizens. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deric McGee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James McGee and I live in Menifee, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James McGee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamie McGee and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Alaska's rainforest ecosystems should be cherished as a national treasure, not logged for short-term profits. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jamie McGee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer McGee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terence 
Last name: McGee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terence McGee and I live in Bothell, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terence McGee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mcgee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3400 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Mcgee 
 
Pacifica, CA 94044 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mcgee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3400 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Thomas Mcgee 
Pacifica, CA 94044 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McGhee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: McGhee-Hassrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charles McGhee-Hassrick and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Charles McGhee-Hassrick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amanda 
Last name: Mcgill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amanda Mcgill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann McGill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann McGill and I live in Brunswick, Ohio. 
 
 
These trees can not be replaced, please think do not cut. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann McGill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Billy 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I support logging in Alaska's national forests. Our forest are here for our over all good. Forests are renewable 
and new conservation measures and regulations minimize negative impact to the environment. Anyone 
opposing logging in the Tongrass area is more interested in power (control) and money. They would rather we 
live in the dark ages and swing from trees instead of use them. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Billy McGill 
 
Candler, NC 28715 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie McGill and I live in Conneaut Lake, Pennsylvania. 
 
Destroying cultural sites and critical habitat that we can't get back again is the ultimate display of callousness 
and ignorance. This land belongs to all of us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bonnie McGill 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie McGill and I live in Conneaut Lake, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Destroying cultural sites and critical habitat that we can't get back again is the ultimate display of callousness 
and ignorance. This land belongs to all of us. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonnie McGill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Flora 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Flora McGill and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
Please protect this precious and irreplaceable monument park to the fullest extent. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Flora McGill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ron McGill and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
We are drowning in toxic plastic waste. The law needs to step in to end this abuse. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ron McGill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McGill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas McGill and I live in Basalt, Colorado. 
  
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas McGill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: McGillicuddy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please save the beautiful places of our countryIve traveled to Alaska and am going again soonIt would be a 
tragedy to open this area to development 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Timothy McGillicuddy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: McGinley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David McGinley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caitlin 
Last name: McGinn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: McGinness 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charlotte McGinness 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: M. 
Last name: McGinnis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M. McGinnis and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
Virgin old growth forest has almost entirely disappeared. Itlikely contains species we knowlittle about that may 
prove verybeneficial in the future, particularly in the field of medicine. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, M. McGinnis 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Mcginnis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Mcginnis and I live in Hull, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Mcginnis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Mcginnis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Mcginnis and I live in Hull, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Mcginnis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: McGinty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alison McGinty and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alison McGinty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: McGinty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Mcginty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Mcginty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: McGivern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3576 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tom McGivern 
 
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: McGivern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3576 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Tom McGivern 
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mcglade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mcglade 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McGladrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: McGlashen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann McGlashen and I live in Green Valley, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann McGlashen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Davis 
Last name: McGlathery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Davis McGlathery and I live in Newberry, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Davis McGlathery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rhiannon 
Last name: McGlathery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rhiannon McGlathery and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
 
Our wild places need to be protected. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rhiannon McGlathery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: McGlenn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: McGlinn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Ever heard of the Lorax... give it a read 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Mcglothlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Mcglothlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerri 
Last name: McGoldrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kerri McGoldrick and I live in Castro Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kerri McGoldrick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: McGorry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose any changes to the 2001 Roadless Act for the Tomhas. Please stick with alternative 1, no changes to 
the current policy. This is the worlds last great intact wilderness and currently supports local economies and 
natural ecosystems in its current state. Any further development for natural resource extraction or road 
development would distrust this largely intact tract of wilderness. 
 
 
 
This wilderness area should be preserved for future generations and the benefit of both humans and other 
forms of life that rely on this intact large natural area. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mcgourty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mcgourty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brendan 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I think the value of an intact forest far far outweighs the short-term money made by logging. Please reconsider 
your decision as it has irreversible consequences to future generations. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donlon 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3981 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Donlon McGovern 
Portland, OR 97211 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donlon 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3981 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Donlon McGovern 
 
Portland, OR 97211 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donlon 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donlon McGovern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith McGovern and I live in Quakertown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith McGovern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McGovern and I live in Steilacoom, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McGovern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mr. 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mr. McGovern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandy 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandy McGovern and I live in Canandaigua, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandy McGovern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: McGovern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
THE WORLD IS BURNING PLEASE DON'T ALLOW LOGGING IN OUR NATIONAL FORESTS. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian McGowan and I live in New Milford, New Jersey. 
 
 
Tongass must stand clearcutting our national Forest is a very foolish move and must be prevented 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brian McGowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol McGowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol McGowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jordan 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4048 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Wilderness areas like this are the reason why the U.S. is wonderful. I do not support this. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jordan McGowan 
 
Newark, DE 19702 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Louise McGowan and I live in Lake Worth, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Louise McGowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia McGowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Samantha 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: McGowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendy McGowan and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wendy McGowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maurene 
Last name: McGrain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maurene McGrain and I live in Gloucester, Massachusetts. 
 
 
When money is more important than lives, we all suffer, 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maurene McGrain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mcgranahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Mcgranahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mcgranahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Mcgranahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: barbara 
Last name: mcgrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is barbara mcgrath and I live in Waltham, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, barbara mcgrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C 
Last name: Mcgrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C Mcgrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McGrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James McGrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jay 
Last name: McGrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jay McGrath and I live in Laguna Hills, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jay McGrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Mcgrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongass roadless. Do not destroy anymore of our last forests and dependant ecosystems!! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: McGrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan McGrath and I live in Franklin, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Do not weaken clean air protections! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan McGrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: McGrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ross 
Last name: McGrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: McGrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ruth McGrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: teresa 
Last name: mcgrath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is teresa mcgrath and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, teresa mcgrath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: McGraw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debbie McGraw and I live in Southaven, Mississippi. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debbie McGraw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: McGraw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Erin Mcgraw and I live in Laurel Park, NC. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
My oldest brother and his family lived in Alaska for military the last six years. It is the most incredible, wild and 
lush place Ive ever been. Coming from the dense temperate rainforests of the blue ridge mountains thats 
important. Cutting into habit so immense and unique is the over arching downfall to global climate change and 
attack on unique species. Leave the innocent alone. Dont touch the forests. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: McGraw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane McGraw and I live in San Bernardino, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jane McGraw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Natasa 
Last name: McGraw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Natasa McGraw, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Natasa McGraw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Natasa 
Last name: McGraw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Natasa McGraw, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Natasa McGraw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: McGraw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rick McGraw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stepheny 
Last name: McGraw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stepheny McGraw and I live in Palo Alto, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stepheny McGraw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Mcgreevy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Mcgreevy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise McGregor and I live in Coupeville, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise McGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Mcgregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Denise Mcgregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gordon 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gordon McGregor and I live in Sparks, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gordon McGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hilary 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hilary McGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hilary 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hilary McGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hilary 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hilary McGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hilary 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hilary McGregor and I live in Ashland, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hilary McGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M. 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M. McGregor and I live in Norwalk, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, M. McGregor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pam 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest "No Action" 
 
I favor "No Action" and am opposed to any "Roadless Rule" exemption for the Tongass National Forest. I was 
in Alaska with my husband, and in addition to its beauty we also saw the impacts of global warming, from 
rapidly shrinking glaciers to temperate fall days above the arctic circle. The latest UN report on global warming 
indicates we now need emergency action to avoid disaster, and to me that includes keeping as much greenery 
as we can. 
 
 
 
Pam McGregor 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: McGregor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment on Roadless Rule 
 
I favor "No Action" and am opposed to any "Roadless Rule" exemption for the Tongass National Forest. The 
latest UN report on global warming indicates we now need emergency action to avoid disaster, and to me that 
includes keeping as much greenery as we can. 
 
 
 
Pat McGregor 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: McGrew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest Public Comment 
 
I am writing as an American citizen to comment on the Central Tongass Project #53098, regarding the opening 
of Tongass National Forest to development and logging projects. This is the largest forest in the United States, 
and through its absorption of carbon emissions it offers one of our best tools at battling climate change. The 
local economy depends on tourism and fishing, both of which would be hurt by logging and development. 
Millions of people visit this forest each year because it is a pristine old growth rainforest. I request that you 
choose Option 1 and leave this our largest forest undisturbed for generations to enjoy in future, and for the 
future of our generations in the battle against climate change. 
 
Karen & Kevin McGrew 
 
Raleigh, NC 27613 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: McGrew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca McGrew 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: McGrew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca McGrew and I live in Altadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rebecca McGrew 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: McGuffin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KAREN 
Last name: McGUINNESS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is KAREN McGUINNESS and I live in Hazlet, New Jersey. 
 
 
LEAVE THE RAINFOREST ALONE. STOP DESTROYING OUR EARTH! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, KAREN McGUINNESS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: McGuinness 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard McGuinness 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brianna 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hi, I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. I appreciate that "the State's preference" is "to emphasize rural 
economic development opportunities," but it does not appear that opening the Tongass to roads and logging 
will accomplish this. Damaging an old growth carbon sink while we are fast approaching 1.5 degrees Celsius of 
warming will only exacerbate natural resource degradation and economic output in the Arctic. I did want to 
understand the federal argument in favor of opening the Tongass forest to roads, and therefore attempted to 
read the 2016 Forest Plan to learn more about these purported economic benefits. However, when I followed 
this url: https://www.fs.usda.gov/internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd527907.pdf, I was redirected to this url: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/invalidurl. It is unclear what the economic development argument in the 2016 
Forest Plan argument is. It is clear that tourism is far more of an economic boon to the region than timber 
harvesting. This tribal review of the Alaska economy shows that 20x more people are employed by the visitor 
industry than the timber industry, and has been growing steadily, thanks to the beauty and scenery of places 
like the Tongass: 
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers%202018%20
FINAL-compressed.pdf. 
 
Please choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm 
Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. Any choice but the No Action alternative 
would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to clean water, and be a step in the wrong 
direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the state already faces severe challenges 
such as permafrost melt related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless Rule in Alaska 
and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Brianna McGuire 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please have respect for this forest. The world needs trees to supply oxygen for all of us to live. I am writing to 
support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass 
National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan 
Native communities -- including the 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government. 
 
Regards, Cathy McGuire 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie McGuire and I live in Fenton, Missouri. 
 
 
Please keep our plant operating as it should. Don't destroy our forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel McGuire and I live in Castle Rock, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Mcguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Debbie Mcguire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Mcguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Debbie Mcguire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellie 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellie McGuire and I live in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellie McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jackie 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC570 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
recreation 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Jackie LaGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jason McGuire and I live in San Ramon, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jason McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanie 
Last name: Mcguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeanie Mcguire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment on Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Alternatives to Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
I would like the department to choose Alternative one, I do not want to renew road building or logging in the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
These giant, ancient trees are important for the planet in terms of carbon storage, the roads would damage the 
salmon fishery and the 1000 year old trees can't be replaced once gone. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jon McGuire 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McGuire and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It was not used before no need now. President Chump is not going to stop till he squeezes the last drop out of 
his so called presidency. They called Savages in the past who are the Savages now. 
 
Regards, Linda McGuire 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lou 
Last name: Mcguire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lou Mcguire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Louise McGuire and I live in Concord, California. 
 
 
Please--these bills are critical! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Louise McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maggie McGuire and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
As one individual, I lack the capacity to provide life-giving clean air and water for my family. But you, the EPA, 
have such capacity. Please use it and keep us all healthy. It is your raison d'etra! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Maggie McGuire 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa McGuire and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa McGuire 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dismantling ANY protections of the Tongass Forest is a step on the path to faster Global Climate Change: This 
forest sequesters the most carbon of any forest in the world, so opening the forest to further habitat loss will 
contribute mightily to greenhouse gas increases in our atmosphere. 
 
 
 
You have to power to say "no" to this plan, and I implore you to do that. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
A forest degraded will never be the same. it would be a crime and a severe disappointment if the Tongass were 
to be allowed to lose any of its character, intentionally, decided by only one of the interested species, humans. 
 
 
 
I have found only the UNtouched parts of Alaska to be beautiful; humans have only created piles of junk and 
swaths of destruction there so far. No more, please, not in places not yet touched! 
 
 
 
What about indigenous peoples? If they need to move inland to avoid rising seas or to replace declining 
fisheries with another food source, that's one thing; otherwise they should have no special rights to disturb 
pristine land. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization: Wildlife Conservation Society 
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on Draft EIS, Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Please see the attached comments from the Alaska Shorebird Group and Boreal 
Partners in Flight, Cheers, Rebecca 
 
Rebecca McGuire 
 
Avian Ecologist, Arctic Beringia Program 
 
Wildlife Conservation Society 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Secretary Sonny Perdue  
 Department of Agriculture  
 Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service  
 P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
Re: Boreal Partners in Flight and Alaska Shorebird Group Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement for Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
This letter represents the Boreal Partners in Flight and Alaska Shorebird Group public comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
Boreal Partners in Flight (BPIF) is a coalition of scientists, conservationists, and birders who are working 
together to help conserve landbird populations throughout boreal regions of North America. It is a regional 
working group of the international Partners in Flight (PIF) program and includes members from northwestern 
Canada and Alaska. BPIF was founded in 1992 because of concerns about continental declines in populations 
of many landbird species and now promotes conservation, raises awareness, and fosters research on landbirds 
and other species that use terrestrial habitats, such as shorebirds, owls and grouse. BPIF also includes the 
Alaska Raptor Group as a subgroup, which ensures that raptors are also represented within the region. The 
Alaska Shorebird Group (ASG) was formed in 1997 and includes academic and private researchers, federal 
and state agency staff, conservation organizations, and shorebird enthusiasts. The goal of the group is to raise 
awareness about shorebirds in Alaska, develop conservation actions, and exchange information on issues and 
research findings for Alaska's shorebirds. We are representing the interests of these groups. 
 
There is an intrinsic ecological value of roadless areas and old-growth forests, to fish and wildlife habitats, as 
well as to the people who live in and visit the Tongass. There is also an economic value to intact ecosystems. 
The continued and unsustainable high-grading of the rarest but most ecologically valuable old-growth stands 
on the Tongass is threatening these values (Albert and Schoen 2013). Our comments focus primarily on the 
DEIS preferred alternative and 
 



 
 
highlight the insufficient analysis of potential impacts under the various alternatives in the DEIS. Additionally, 
we list specific concerns that the DEIS does not adequately address. 
 
We strongly recommend Alternative 1 (the No Action Alternative) be selected in the final EIS and Record of 
Decision. Continuing the current roadless rule would best maintain the ecological integrity of the Tongass 
National Forest and provide the most protection for forest-dependent bird species and their related 
socioeconomic values. Of the other alternatives, we hope the USFS considers 2, 3, and 4, which provide some 
protections for key watersheds over the Alternatives 5 and 6 which would repeal or significantly diminish 
roadless protections. 
 
After reviewing the proposed modifications, we have some specific concerns that we describe below. 
 
! There is insufficient analysis of how this will impact bird populations. 
 
There is no analysis of the effects on productivity or population trends, for most species, including many for 
which PIF and others have documented serious conservation concerns (BPIF 1999, Rosenburg et al. 2016, 
Audubon Alaska 2017, Alaska Shorebird Group 2019). For example, in the DEIS all migratory bird species are 
predicted to benefit from the transition to young-growth harvest continued under all alternatives due to the 
reduced long-term scheduling of productive old growth harvest. This is inaccurate in that it does not recognize 
that bird species use widely different habitats. Not all bird species will benefit from an increase in young-growth 
forest, nor from a transition to young-growth harvest. 
 
The analysis should take into consideration important and distinct Tongass species requirements, including 
some species migrate along the coast, others are mainland riparian and avalanche chute breeders, and some 
are dependent on high-volume old-growth forest. For example, shorebirds use the Stikine River Delta and other 
intertidal and estuarine areas as stopover sites during north and southward migrations, and changes in forest 
management could increase disturbance levels along the coast and possibly siltation rates at the months of 
streams if sufficient buffers are not provided. Both factors could negatively affect shorebirds 
 
There has been no adequate in-depth analysis of the impacts of Tongass forest harvest on bird populations 
since the 1997 Tongass Land Management Plan, over 20 years ago (USDA 1997). The DEIS should provide 
species-specific analyses of the impacts of this and future management projects on species of concern, 
including Audubon Alaska WatchList Species, USFS Management Indicator Species, and Audubon's Common 
Birds in Steep Decline (BPIF 1999 (and new revision expected 2020), Rosenburg et al. 2016, Audubon Alaska 
2017). 
 
Furthermore, the cumulative effects analysis for birds is insufficient. While there is a list of past, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable projects considered, there is little actual analysis regarding cumulative impacts to birds. 
Exceptions include some analysis for the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and general old-growth biological 
diversity. 
 
 
 
The cumulative effects analysis should also consider socio-economics, including the benefits of birding and 
wildlife tourism (see the section on ecotourism below). For example, potential interactions between 
Recreation/Tourism and Timber are not considered (DEIS, Table B-2). 
 
Finally, the DEIS implies that this proposed rule will increase flexibility in designing timber sales. We are 
concerned additional timber harvest in roadless areas would likely occur in the foreseeable future, yet there has 
been no meaningful analysis of the impacts of this future timber harvest to birds or other taxa. Such an analysis 
should be included in this EIS under cumulative effects. 
 
! Audubon WatchList bird species may be impacted by roads and associated logging. 
 
The Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse is an endemic species only found on Prince of Wales Island and adjacent 
islands. Island endemics are particularly vulnerable to extinction due to their small population sizes and relative 
isolation. Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse has been shown to prefer unharvested forest at the watershed scale 



and to avoid edges. This species may use roads as corridors between habitats and as a source of grit, yet 
road-related factors were the largest source of mortality on Prince of Wales Island (Nelson 2010). Prince of 
Wales Spruce Grouse and mainland subspecies exhibit sufficiently different survival rates and habitat 
preference, which warrants specific management (Nelson 2010). The negative effects of roads on this 
vulnerable population has not been adequately analyzed in the EIS. 
 
The Northern Goshawk, a Tongass National Forest Sensitive Species, is likely to be adversely affected if a 
Roadless Rule repeal leads to increased harvest and forest landscape fragmentation. The Queen Charlotte 
subspecies found in Southeast Alaska is federally listed as Threatened in adjacent British Columbia (USFWS 
2012). The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service stated estimates of less than 400 breeding pairs in all of Southeast 
Alaska, with some estimates as low as 100 pairs (USFWS 2007). Northern Goshawks are dependent on high 
volume forest with high canopy closure and the presence of trees with sufficiently large and widely spaced 
branches to support nests. Studies in Southeast Alaska found that nest areas contained more old forest, higher 
canopy cover, greater representation of multi-storied stands, fewer large openings, and less edge than 
randomly selected sites (Iverson et al. 1996). The Queen Charlotte subspecies tends to breed in larger, intact 
patches of forest rather than small isolated stands. Harvest eliminates habitat by reducing the amount of 
potential nest trees, and connectivity to habitats adjacent to nest areas; and it can diminish the quantity and 
quality of foraging habitat by reducing the abundance and availability of prey. Additionally, habitat 
fragmentation caused by large-scale harvesting can affect adult goshawk survival because of increased 
distances needed to travel to reach suitable foraging areas (COSEWIC 2013). The distinct population segment 
of Queen Charlotte Goshawk occurring in Alaska was not listed as Threatened in large part because the 
Tongass Land Management Plan (2008) provided adequate habitat for the species, including Roadless 
 
 
 
areas (USFWS 2012). Erosion of the available old growth reserves combined with lands removed from the 
Tongass National Forest due to recent land exchanges could warrant new petitioning for this subspecies. The 
Draft EIS for Roadless Rulemaking does not adequately address how the management will ensure adequate 
contiguous old growth habitat for the goshawk if harvest levels or fragmentation of old growth forest occur, nor 
how effects would be monitored. Further, the efficacy of the current 100 acres buffer around known nests has 
not been rigorously evaluated for continued goshawk use and breeding success. With foraging ranges 
measured at a minimum of 9,872 acres and up to 133,975 acres for adult females (Flatten et al. 1991) this is a 
relatively small protected area, clearly designed with the assumption that suitable foraging habitat would be 
maintained at a landscape level. 
 
The Marbled Murrelet is an IUCN red listed species, Audubon Watchlist species, a Species of Greatest 
Conservation Concern (SGCN) for the state of Alaska, and is listed as threatened from California to British 
Columbia. This non-colonial seabird typically nests in the canopy of mature, low-elevation forests (Burger 
2001). The primary cause of reproductive failure for Marbled Murrelets is nest predation, which increased with 
proximity to edge habitat (Nelson et al. 1995). Fragmentation of mature forests by roads is associated with 
increased predation risk, particularly by corvids (Piatt et al. 2006).This seabird has experienced marked 
population declines across its range due to a combination of factors including the Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill, 
industrial-scale logging, gillnet bycatch, and changes to marine ecosystems (EVOSTC 2014). Considering 
recent population declines, and the known negative effects of fragmentation on reproductive success for this 
species, we recommend a more thorough analysis of potential impacts of the proposed alternatives on this 
species. 
 
! Management Indicator Species 
 
The Tongass Land Management Plan (USDA 2016) wildlife forest-wide standards and guidelines (Chapter 4) 
directs use of Forest Plan Management Indicator Species (MIS) to evaluate the potential effects of proposed 
management activities affecting wildlife habitat. Multiple birds were identified as MIS in previous forest plans, 
including Bald Eagle, Brown Creeper, Red-breasted Sapsucker and Hairy Woodpecker. The forest updated the 
Tongass Plan Monitoring Program in 2016, retaining only the Bald Eagle as a landbird MIS because of 
transition to the 2012 Planning Rule, but stating "Tongass is deferring action on two requirements: focal 
species and species of conservation concern". It does not seem reasonable that in the interim MIS should be 
eliminated from consideration without a replacement list of focal species or species of concern. Monitoring of 
these landbird species has not been addressed in a Monitoring Report since 2015, nor does the planning 
update announce a target date or process for identification of focal species. 



 
We have particular concern for the Brown Creeper, a previously identified MIS that is important for 
understanding management effects on forest-dependent species. The Roadless Rule EIS recognizes that the 
Brown Creeper is associated with interior old-growth forest conditions. Brown Creepers rely on larger mature 
trees to forage on 
 
 
 
corrugated bark and prefer mature undisturbed forests to breed (Poulin et al. 2013); also, on the Tongass, the 
species may be averse to forest edges (Kissling 2003). Increases in roads and logging of high-volume old 
growth could negatively affect this species, as studies have shown decreases in creepers even with selective 
harvest (Poulin et al. 2010). The Roadless Rule states that additional creeper habitat could be lost to harvest 
beyond the current Forest Plan projections in all but the No Action Alternative but does not state how these 
changes would affect Brown Creeper populations. In addition, there is no statement on how the effects will be 
monitored for the Brown Creeper and other forest birds. 
 
Continuing participation in broad-scale monitoring efforts for birds, such as the Breeding Bird Survey (BBS) and 
Alaska Landbird Monitoring System is encouraged. Additionally the forest should initiate more focused surveys 
addressing habitat needs and trends for species not frequently detected in broad scale studies, such as the 
Brown Creeper, if contiguous old growth habitat will continue to be reduced. 
 
* The Tongass represents a majority of the intact temperate rainforest habitat remaining in North America. 
 
A recent report by Rosenberg et al. (2019) indicated North America has lost approximately 3 billion birds, or a 
29% drop in avian populations since 1970. The Tongass National Forest manages the majority of the Pacific 
Northwest rainforest habitat in the United States and therefore shoulders the burden of maintaining these 
habitats and wildlife dependent on them for the American public (BPIF 1999). Specific examples of northern 
species that are forest-dependent and in decline continentally include Varied Thrush, Pacific-slope Flycatcher, 
and Sooty Grouse (USGS 2019, Rosenburg et al. 2016). The DEIS analysis provides no estimate for current 
avian population sizes nor how the alternatives would impact these populations. The analysis should provide 
species-specific population size estimates for avian species of concern[mdash]particularly those dependent on 
intact temperate rainforest during their annual life cycle[mdash]and how these are expected to change under 
each proposed alternative. 
 
* Ecotourism is one of the best economic opportunities available for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Fisheries, wildlife viewing, and outdoor recreation and visitation hold the largest potential for economic growth 
in Southeast Alaska. Historically, old-growth logging was the centerpiece of Southeast Alaska's economic 
development plan. In the 1990s, the timber industry employed about 4,000 people but now employs only 300 
(<1% of regional jobs in 2016) (Southeast Conference 2017). Today, government jobs, commercial fishing and 
seafood industry, visitor industry, health care, mining, and other sectors dominate the Southeast Alaska 
economy. The DEIS indicates that timber jobs in Southeast Alaska produce approximately 2% of the amount of 
earnings made by employees in the visitor industry, and yet the Forest Service has recently reduced 
investment in their Recreation program. 
 
 
 
In 2016, the Tongass National Forest adopted a land management plan to transition out of old-growth logging 
over the next 15 years. Moving away from an old-growth timber economy provides an opportunity to scale up 
other successful sectors, such as the visitor industry, in communities looking to replace timber jobs and 
transition to more sustainable economies. Ecotourism is well-established in this region, and following a trend of 
increasing national and international tourism, the visitor industry has the strongest outlook of all Southeast 
Alaska industries (Southeast Conference 2017). 
 
The Southeast Alaska tourism industry is the highest resource-based industry in the region (Southeast 
Conference 2016). Southeast's visitor industry has an estimated spending value of $1.17 billion and a labor 
income impact of $436 million in 2014-15 (Southeast Conference 2016). The visitor industry in Southeast is 
estimated to have employed 7,401 people in 2015, a 26% increase from 2010 (Southeast Conference 2010), 
and had a total employment impact on 11,200 jobs in 2014-15 (McDowell Group 2016). This visitor industry 



brings in nearly 1.5 million passengers; two-thirds of all Alaska visitors come to Southeast Alaska. In 
comparison, the timber industry (including federal, state, and private jobs) employed an estimated 321 people 
for a total workforce earnings of $17.3 million in 2014-15 (Southeast Conference 2016). 
 
Based on a survey of Southeast Alaska business owners and directors, after overall quality of life, recreational 
opportunities are the second-most important element supporting businesses operating in Southeast Alaska 
(Southeast Conference 2017). In their 2020 Strategic Plan for economic development, Southeast Conference 
named the top priority for the visitor industry as marketing Southeast Alaska to attract more visitors and to 
market Southeast Alaska as a region. Along those lines, Audubon Alaska and the Juneau Audubon Society 
have partnered with the Tongass National Forest to create the Southeast Alaska Birding Trail, which will be 
launched in 2020. The birding trail is an excellent example of a non-consumptive use of the Forest that will 
bring ecotourism dollars into the region. More than 350 species of birds can be found in Southeast Alaska, with 
many of these unique to the region and therefore highly attractive to those people who enjoy seeing new 
species and adding to their "life list" of birds. Interesting birding areas in Southeast Alaska remain off the 
beaten path and represent an opportunity for local Alaskans to attract visitors and capitalize on that economic 
resource. About 45% of Alaska's visitors in 2016 participated in wildlife viewing, and 9% participated in 
birdwatching specifically (Southeast Conference 2016). 
 
These economic factors are not adequately addressed in the DEIS. The DEIS should provide a 20-year 
analysis that compares the budgets of the Fisheries, Wildlife, Recreation and Timber/Planning programs across 
the Tongass National Forest; and based on this analysis the Forest Service should rebalance how they are 
investing taxpayer dollars in these important programs, with ample recognition for the long-term economic 
value of intact lands for providing recreational and ecotourism benefits for the visitor industry. 
 
* Finally, the Record of Decision for the 2016 Forest Plan states "While the analysis for the 2008 Tongass Plan 
Amendment assumed the 2001 Roadless Rule would not apply 
 
 
 
because it was prepared during the time the Tongass was exempt, the 2016 Tongass Forest Plan Amendment 
I am approving today -- and the analysis in the associated Final EIS -- is fully consistent with the Roadless Rule 
[emphasis added]." The proposed rule states that "From a broad standpoint, the impacts to general wildlife 
habitat from the proposed alternatives would be the same as disclosed in the 2016 Forest Plan FEIS due to 
Forest Plan standards and guidelines." However, because the 2016 Forest Plan environmental analysis 
assumed the Roadless Rule would stay in effect and used the configuration of land protections under the 
Roadless Rule to analyze the impacts of the Forest Plan, this Proposed Rule should not be implemented 
without analysis as a Forest Plan Amendment. Furthermore, the implications of increased flexibility for the 
timber program indicate this proposed rule would result in additional timber sales being planned in an integral 
part of the conservation strategy for the 2016 Forest Plan, and yet cumulative effects for these reasonably 
foreseeable future actions have not been adequately assessed. This DEIS does not present sufficient analysis 
for this change to the Forest Plan. 
 
Thank you for considering our comments on the proposed changes to the Roadless Rule in the Tongass 
National Forest. Please feel free to contact us with any questions, clarifications, or requests for additional 
information. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signatures] 
 
 
 
Melanie Smith, Boreal Partners in Flight Co-Chair 
 
 
 
 
 
Audrey Taylor, Boreal Partners in Flight Co-Chair 



 
 
 
Rebecca McGuire, Alaska Shorebird Group Chair 
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December 16, 2019 
 
Secretary Sonny Perdue  
Department of Agriculture 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
USDA Forest Service 
P.O. Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
Re: Boreal Partners in Flight and Alaska Shorebird Group Comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule  
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
This letter represents the Boreal Partners in Flight and Alaska Shorebird Group public comments 
on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule. 
 
Boreal Partners in Flight (BPIF) is a coalition of scientists, conservationists, and birders who are 
working together to help conserve landbird populations throughout boreal regions of North 
America. It is a regional working group of the international Partners in Flight (PIF) program and 
includes members from northwestern Canada and Alaska. BPIF was founded in 1992 because of 
concerns about continental declines in populations of many landbird species and now promotes 
conservation, raises awareness, and fosters research on landbirds and other species that use 
terrestrial habitats, such as shorebirds, owls and grouse. BPIF also includes the Alaska Raptor 
Group as a subgroup, which ensures that raptors are also represented within the region. The 
Alaska Shorebird Group (ASG) was formed in 1997 and includes academic and private 
researchers, federal and state agency staff, conservation organizations, and shorebird enthusiasts. 
The goal of the group is to raise awareness about shorebirds in Alaska, develop conservation 
actions, and exchange information on issues and research findings for Alaska’s shorebirds. We 
are representing the interests of these groups. 
 
There is an intrinsic ecological value of roadless areas and old-growth forests, to fish and 
wildlife habitats, as well as to the people who live in and visit the Tongass. There is also an 
economic value to intact ecosystems. The continued and unsustainable high-grading of the rarest 
but most ecologically valuable old-growth stands on the Tongass is threatening these values 
(Albert and Schoen 2013). Our comments focus primarily on the DEIS preferred alternative and 



 

 

highlight the insufficient analysis of potential impacts under the various alternatives in the DEIS. 
Additionally, we list specific concerns that the DEIS does not adequately address.  

 
We strongly recommend Alternative 1 (the No Action Alternative) be selected in the final EIS 
and Record of Decision. Continuing the current roadless rule would best maintain the ecological 
integrity of the Tongass National Forest and provide the most protection for forest-dependent 
bird species and their related socioeconomic values. Of the other alternatives, we hope the USFS 
considers 2, 3, and 4, which provide some protections for key watersheds over the Alternatives 5 
and 6 which would repeal or significantly diminish roadless protections.  
 
After reviewing the proposed modifications, we have some specific concerns that we describe 
below. 
 

! There is insufficient analysis of how this will impact bird populations.  
 
There is no analysis of the effects on productivity or population trends, for most species, 
including many for which PIF and others have documented serious conservation concerns 
(BPIF 1999, Rosenburg et al. 2016, Audubon Alaska 2017, Alaska Shorebird Group 
2019). For example, in the DEIS all migratory bird species are predicted to benefit from 
the transition to young-growth harvest continued under all alternatives due to the reduced 
long-term scheduling of productive old growth harvest. This is inaccurate in that it does 
not recognize that bird species use widely different habitats. Not all bird species will 
benefit from an increase in young-growth forest, nor from a transition to young-growth 
harvest.  
 
The analysis should take into consideration important and distinct Tongass species 
requirements, including some species migrate along the coast, others are mainland 
riparian and avalanche chute breeders, and some are dependent on high-volume old-
growth forest. For example, shorebirds use the Stikine River Delta and other intertidal 
and estuarine areas as stopover sites during north and southward migrations, and changes 
in forest management could increase disturbance levels along the coast and possibly 
siltation rates at the months of streams if sufficient buffers are not provided.  Both factors 
could negatively affect shorebirds  
 
There has been no adequate in-depth analysis of the impacts of Tongass forest harvest on 
bird populations since the 1997 Tongass Land Management Plan, over 20 years ago 
(USDA 1997). The DEIS should provide species-specific analyses of the impacts of this 
and future management projects on species of concern, including Audubon Alaska 
WatchList Species, USFS Management Indicator Species, and Audubon’s Common 
Birds in Steep Decline (BPIF 1999 (and new revision expected 2020), Rosenburg et al. 
2016, Audubon Alaska 2017). 
 
Furthermore, the cumulative effects analysis for birds is insufficient. While there is a list 
of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects considered, there is little actual 
analysis regarding cumulative impacts to birds. Exceptions include some analysis for the 
Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and general old-growth biological diversity.  



 

 

 
The cumulative effects analysis should also consider socio-economics, including the 
benefits of birding and wildlife tourism (see the section on ecotourism below). For 
example, potential interactions between Recreation/Tourism and Timber are not 
considered (DEIS, Table B-2).  
 
Finally, the DEIS implies that this proposed rule will increase flexibility in designing 
timber sales. We are concerned additional timber harvest in roadless areas would likely 
occur in the foreseeable future, yet there has been no meaningful analysis of the impacts 
of this future timber harvest to birds or other taxa. Such an analysis should be included in 
this EIS under cumulative effects.   
 
 

! Audubon WatchList bird species may be impacted by roads and associated logging. 
 
The Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse is an endemic species only found on Prince of Wales 
Island and adjacent islands. Island endemics are particularly vulnerable to extinction due 
to their small population sizes and relative isolation. Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse has 
been shown to prefer unharvested forest at the watershed scale and to avoid edges. This 
species may use roads as corridors between habitats and as a source of grit, yet road-
related factors were the largest source of mortality on Prince of Wales Island (Nelson 
2010). Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and mainland subspecies exhibit sufficiently 
different survival rates and habitat preference, which warrants specific management 
(Nelson 2010). The negative effects of roads on this vulnerable population has not been 
adequately analyzed in the EIS.   
 
The Northern Goshawk, a Tongass National Forest Sensitive Species, is likely to be 
adversely affected if a Roadless Rule repeal leads to increased harvest and forest 
landscape fragmentation. The Queen Charlotte subspecies found in Southeast Alaska is 
federally listed as Threatened in adjacent British Columbia (USFWS 2012). The U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service stated estimates of less than 400 breeding pairs in all of 
Southeast Alaska, with some estimates as low as 100 pairs (USFWS 2007). Northern 
Goshawks are dependent on high volume forest with high canopy closure and the 
presence of trees with sufficiently large and widely spaced branches to support nests. 
Studies in Southeast Alaska found that nest areas contained more old forest, higher 
canopy cover, greater representation of multi-storied stands, fewer large openings, and 
less edge than randomly selected sites (Iverson et al. 1996). The Queen Charlotte 
subspecies tends to breed in larger, intact patches of forest rather than small isolated 
stands. Harvest eliminates habitat by reducing the amount of potential nest trees, and 
connectivity to habitats adjacent to nest areas; and it can diminish the quantity and quality 
of foraging habitat by reducing the abundance and availability of prey. Additionally, 
habitat fragmentation caused by large-scale harvesting can affect adult goshawk survival 
because of increased distances needed to travel to reach suitable foraging areas 
(COSEWIC 2013). The distinct population segment of Queen Charlotte Goshawk 
occurring in Alaska was not listed as Threatened in large part because the Tongass Land 
Management Plan (2008) provided adequate habitat for the species, including Roadless 



 

 

areas (USFWS 2012). Erosion of the available old growth reserves combined with lands 
removed from the Tongass National Forest due to recent land exchanges could warrant 
new petitioning for this subspecies. The Draft EIS for Roadless Rulemaking does not  
adequately address how the management will ensure adequate contiguous old growth 
habitat for the goshawk if harvest levels or fragmentation of old growth forest occur, nor 
how effects would be monitored. Further, the efficacy of the current 100 acres buffer 
around known nests has not been rigorously evaluated for continued goshawk use and 
breeding success. With foraging ranges measured at a minimum of 9,872 acres and up to 
133,975 acres for adult females (Flatten et al.  1991)  this is a relatively small protected 
area, clearly designed with the assumption that suitable foraging habitat would be 
maintained at a landscape level.  
 
The Marbled Murrelet is an IUCN red listed species, Audubon Watchlist species, a 
Species of Greatest Conservation Concern (SGCN) for the state of Alaska, and is listed as 
threatened from California to British Columbia. This non-colonial seabird typically nests 
in the canopy of mature, low-elevation forests (Burger 2001). The primary cause of 
reproductive failure for Marbled Murrelets is nest predation, which increased with 
proximity to edge habitat (Nelson et al. 1995). Fragmentation of mature forests by roads 
is associated with increased predation risk, particularly by corvids (Piatt et al. 2006).This 
seabird has experienced marked population declines across its range due to a combination 
of factors including the Exxon-Valdez Oil Spill, industrial-scale logging, gillnet bycatch, 
and changes to marine ecosystems (EVOSTC 2014). Considering recent population 
declines, and the known negative effects of fragmentation on reproductive success for 
this species, we recommend a more thorough analysis of potential impacts of the 
proposed alternatives on this species.    
 

! Management Indicator Species 
 

The Tongass Land Management Plan (USDA 2016) wildlife forest-wide standards and 
guidelines (Chapter 4) directs use of Forest Plan Management Indicator Species (MIS) to 
evaluate the potential effects of proposed management activities affecting wildlife 
habitat. Multiple birds were identified as MIS in previous forest plans, including Bald 
Eagle, Brown Creeper, Red-breasted Sapsucker and Hairy Woodpecker. The forest 
updated the Tongass Plan Monitoring Program in 2016, retaining only the Bald Eagle as 
a landbird MIS because of transition to the 2012 Planning Rule, but stating “Tongass is 
deferring action on two requirements: focal species and species of conservation concern”. 
It does not seem reasonable that in the interim MIS should be eliminated from 
consideration without a replacement list of focal species or species of concern.   
Monitoring of these landbird species has not been addressed in a Monitoring Report since 
2015, nor does the planning update announce a target date or process for identification of 
focal species.   
 
We have particular concern for the Brown Creeper, a previously identified MIS that is 
important for understanding management effects on forest-dependent species. The 
Roadless Rule EIS recognizes that the Brown Creeper is associated with interior old-
growth forest conditions. Brown Creepers rely on larger mature trees to forage on 



 

 

corrugated bark and prefer mature undisturbed forests to breed (Poulin et al. 2013); also, 
on the Tongass, the species may be averse to forest edges (Kissling 2003).  Increases in 
roads and logging of high-volume old growth could negatively affect this species, as 
studies have shown decreases in creepers even with selective harvest (Poulin et al. 2010).   
The Roadless Rule states that additional creeper habitat could be lost to harvest beyond 
the current Forest Plan projections in all but the No Action Alternative but does not state 
how these changes would affect Brown Creeper populations. In addition, there is no 
statement on how the effects will be monitored for the Brown Creeper and other forest 
birds.  
 
Continuing participation in broad-scale monitoring efforts for birds, such as the Breeding 
Bird Survey (BBS) and Alaska Landbird Monitoring System is encouraged. Additionally 
the forest should initiate more focused surveys addressing habitat needs and trends for 
species not frequently detected in broad scale studies, such as the Brown Creeper, if 
contiguous old growth habitat will continue to be reduced.  
 

• The Tongass represents a majority of the intact temperate rainforest habitat 
remaining in North America. 
 
A recent report by Rosenberg et al. (2019) indicated North America has lost 
approximately 3 billion birds, or a 29% drop in avian populations since 1970. The 
Tongass National Forest manages the majority of the Pacific Northwest rainforest habitat 
in the United States and therefore shoulders the burden of maintaining these habitats and 
wildlife dependent on them for the American public (BPIF 1999). Specific examples of 
northern species that are forest-dependent and in decline continentally include Varied 
Thrush, Pacific-slope Flycatcher, and Sooty Grouse (USGS 2019, Rosenburg et al. 2016). 
The DEIS analysis provides no estimate for current avian population sizes nor how the 
alternatives would impact these populations. The analysis should provide species-specific 
population size estimates for avian species of concern—particularly those dependent on 
intact temperate rainforest during their annual life cycle—and how these are expected to 
change under each proposed alternative.  
 

• Ecotourism is one of the best economic opportunities available for the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
Fisheries, wildlife viewing, and outdoor recreation and visitation hold the largest 
potential for economic growth in Southeast Alaska. Historically, old-growth logging was 
the centerpiece of Southeast Alaska’s economic development plan. In the 1990s, the 
timber industry employed about 4,000 people but now employs only 300 (<1% of 
regional jobs in 2016) (Southeast Conference 2017). Today, government jobs, 
commercial fishing and seafood industry, visitor industry, health care, mining, and other 
sectors dominate the Southeast Alaska economy. The DEIS indicates that timber jobs in 
Southeast Alaska produce approximately 2% of the amount of earnings made by 
employees in the visitor industry, and yet the Forest Service has recently reduced 
investment in their Recreation program.  
 



 

 

In 2016, the Tongass National Forest adopted a land management plan to transition out of 
old-growth logging over the next 15 years. Moving away from an old-growth timber 
economy provides an opportunity to scale up other successful sectors, such as the visitor 
industry, in communities looking to replace timber jobs and transition to more sustainable 
economies. Ecotourism is well-established in this region, and following a trend of 
increasing national and international tourism, the visitor industry has the strongest 
outlook of all Southeast Alaska industries (Southeast Conference 2017).  
 
The Southeast Alaska tourism industry is the highest resource-based industry in the 
region (Southeast Conference 2016). Southeast’s visitor industry has an estimated 
spending value of $1.17 billion and a labor income impact of $436 million in 2014-15 
(Southeast Conference 2016). The visitor industry in Southeast is estimated to have 
employed 7,401 people in 2015, a 26% increase from 2010 (Southeast Conference 2010), 
and had a total employment impact on 11,200 jobs in 2014-15 (McDowell Group 2016). 
This visitor industry brings in nearly 1.5 million passengers; two-thirds of all Alaska 
visitors come to Southeast Alaska. In comparison, the timber industry (including federal, 
state, and private jobs) employed an estimated 321 people for a total workforce earnings 
of $17.3 million in 2014-15 (Southeast Conference 2016). 
 
Based on a survey of Southeast Alaska business owners and directors, after overall 
quality of life, recreational opportunities are the second-most important element 
supporting businesses operating in Southeast Alaska (Southeast Conference 2017). In 
their 2020 Strategic Plan for economic development, Southeast Conference named the 
top priority for the visitor industry as marketing Southeast Alaska to attract more visitors 
and to market Southeast Alaska as a region. Along those lines, Audubon Alaska and the 
Juneau Audubon Society have partnered with the Tongass National Forest to create the 
Southeast Alaska Birding Trail, which will be launched in 2020. The birding trail is an 
excellent example of a non-consumptive use of the Forest that will bring ecotourism 
dollars into the region. More than 350 species of birds can be found in Southeast Alaska, 
with many of these unique to the region and therefore highly attractive to those people 
who enjoy seeing new species and adding to their “life list” of birds. Interesting birding 
areas in Southeast Alaska remain off the beaten path and represent an opportunity for 
local Alaskans to attract visitors and capitalize on that economic resource. About 45% of 
Alaska’s visitors in 2016 participated in wildlife viewing, and 9% participated in 
birdwatching specifically (Southeast Conference 2016). 
 
These economic factors are not adequately addressed in the DEIS. The DEIS should 
provide a 20-year analysis that compares the budgets of the Fisheries, Wildlife, 
Recreation and Timber/Planning programs across the Tongass National Forest; and based 
on this analysis the Forest Service should rebalance how they are investing taxpayer 
dollars in these important programs, with ample recognition for the long-term economic 
value of intact lands for providing recreational and ecotourism benefits for the visitor 
industry. 
 

• Finally, the Record of Decision for the 2016 Forest Plan states “While the analysis for the 
2008 Tongass Plan Amendment assumed the 2001 Roadless Rule would not apply 



 

 

because it was prepared during the time the Tongass was exempt, the 2016 Tongass 
Forest Plan Amendment I am approving today -- and the analysis in the associated 
Final EIS -- is fully consistent with the Roadless Rule [emphasis added].” The proposed 
rule states that “From a broad standpoint, the impacts to general wildlife habitat from the 
proposed alternatives would be the same as disclosed in the 2016 Forest Plan FEIS due 
to Forest Plan standards and guidelines.” However, because the 2016 Forest Plan 
environmental analysis assumed the Roadless Rule would stay in effect and used the 
configuration of land protections under the Roadless Rule to analyze the impacts of the 
Forest Plan, this Proposed Rule should not be implemented without analysis as a Forest 
Plan Amendment. Furthermore, the implications of increased flexibility for the timber 
program indicate this proposed rule would result in additional timber sales being planned 
in an integral part of the conservation strategy for the 2016 Forest Plan, and yet 
cumulative effects for these reasonably foreseeable future actions have not been 
adequately assessed. This DEIS does not present sufficient analysis for this change to the 
Forest Plan. 

 
Thank you for considering our comments on the proposed changes to the Roadless Rule in the 
Tongass National Forest. Please feel free to contact us with any questions, clarifications, or 
requests for additional information. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

 
 
Melanie Smith, Boreal Partners in Flight Co-Chair 
 
 
 
 
 
Audrey Taylor, Boreal Partners in Flight Co-Chair 
 

 
Rebecca McGuire, Alaska Shorebird Group Chair 
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Skylar 
Last name: McGuire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1085 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: McGuirk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martha McGuirk and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
You know, or should know, how slowly trees in this climate grow. Use your intelligence to conserve our planet! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Martha McGuirk 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: McGuirt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC544 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
it is beautiful and important to all residents of Sitka for recreation, hunting, tourism, and many other reasons! 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Emily McGuirt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: McGuirt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC621 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise in Redoubt Bay, an iconic local subsistence and recreation site. Located just 
twelve miles from the city of Sitka, Redoubt Falls is one of Sitka's most important subsistence fishing spots. We 
dipnet for Redoubt sockeye to stock our freezers and cupboards with the rich red flesh of this all-important fish. 
In recent years, the Forest Service has estimated that Redoubt has provided up to 60% of the total sockeye 
subsistence harvest in the Sitka Management Area. We feed our families out of Tongass watershed like 
Redoubt Bay. 
 
The Forest Service supports our subsistence harvest by maintaining a weir system at Redoubt to monitor and 
count the fish entering the lake. The Forest Service coordinates with the Alaska Department of Fish & Game to 
make management decisions based on the data collected throughout the season, which determines the safe 
allotment limit for our subsistence harvest. Our harvest of salmon depends entirely on the intact ecosystem and 
productivity of Tongass watersheds. Healthy forests support our ability to fulfill our subsistence needs at 
Redoubt, as well as supporting commercial and sport salmon fisheries across the Tongass. 
 
Currently, Redoubt ay is listed as a T77 watershed. T77 watersheds are areas of the Tongass National Forest 
identified as particularly prolific, intact salmon habitat. Much of the 15,000 miles of streams on the Tongass 
support salmon populations, but the T77 watersheds are especially critical to protect. It is important to me that 
the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on high value salmon watersheds like the T77, and throughout the 
Tongass National Forest. Opening up these areas to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will jeopardize our way 
of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I support keeping the 
2001 Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass, and I urge the Secretary to select a no action alternative in the 
Alaska-specific Roadless rulemaking process. Please protect this land for future generations to enjoy in 
perpetuity. 
 
Personal Comments: I am interested in learning more! 
 
Please protect our land! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McGunagle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William McGunagle and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William McGunagle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: McGurren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3901 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul McGurren 
 
Lincolnville, ME 04849 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: McGurren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3901 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Paul McGurren 
Lincolnville, ME 04849 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: McGurrin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4028 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am writing to save the economy of Southeast Alaska. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joseph McGurrin 
 
Stevensville, MD 21666 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: McGurrin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5268 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am a fishermen that depends on the health of the Chugach and Tongass National Forests. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joseph McGurrin 
 
Stevensville, MD 21666 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: McGurrin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4028 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am writing to save the economy of Southeast Alaska.  
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Joseph McGurrin 
Stevensville, MD 21666 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Mcgy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6080 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McHattie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McHattie and I live in [@advCity], Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McHattie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mchendry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mchendry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McHendry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen McHendry and I live in Belchertown, Massachusetts. 
 
This isnt an issue that only affects certain people or communities. It affects everyone, including the companies 
that create it and the agencies that condone it. It would behoove you to make an attempt to control further 
exposure to these life altering chemicals. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathleen McHendry 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 9:18:48 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: McHenry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Re: 
 
Tongass National Forest Roadless Rule Revoking 
 
I email to urge the Forest Service to adopt Alternative 1, the No Action Alternative. 
 
The Tongass is an immense carbon-trapping (greenhouse gas gtrapping) forest. It is needed right now. Climate 
change is real. 
 
It also protects salmon in its environs. 
 
Bringing industry into the Tongass National Forest further degrades the environment. 
 
It should NOT be done at the whim of President Trump, decidedly a city and money man, or the Governor of 
Alaska and supporters in the state. 
 
I have lived in Fairbanks and I do not believe that grumblings about what "The Lower 48" wants are rational 
enough to decide to open the Tongass NF. 
 
Thank you for your interest. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: McHenry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Logging the virgin timber on the Tongass NF "would be temporary and may be completely reversed with 
time"???? You should be ashamed for making that statement. That is just false and you know it, absolutely 
know it. I am retired USFS and I know it. Show me just where, in Americans' knowledge of time, we're talking 
350 years here, a virgin forest has completely restored itself. Yes we all know that trees can grow back, but the 
entire ecosystem is different. Stop the madness, do not open to logging. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: McHenry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sue McHenry and I live in Silverthorne, Colorado. 
 
 
this administration keeps taking giant steps backward.  it's pretty disgusting. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sue McHenry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McHolland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott McHolland and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
Please don't allow clear cutting. It's not a good use of the resource. Get more wood by requiring some trees to 
remain. Even the lumber companies gain when clear cutting is eliminated. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Scott McHolland 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: McHugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather McHugh and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather McHugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: McHugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamie McHugh and I live in Albion, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jamie McHugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: McHugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret McHugh and I live in Sparta, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret McHugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: McHugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret McHugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: McHugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret McHugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McHugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia McHugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: McIlhattan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob McIlhattan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: McInerny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol McInerny 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: McInerny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol McInerny 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: McInerny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol McInerny 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: McInnis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly McInnis and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
The forests are the only thing that stands between us and the end of humanity. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly McInnis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: McIntire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the Tongass the way it is, no development! We need to protect these wild places for future generations. 
Along with helping to fight climate change, we need all the trees we can get get to help with the intake of Co2. 
Logging will destroy it! The animals and people who live there want to keep it beautiful. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: McIntosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris McIntosh and I live in Walnut Creek, California. 
 
I have personally spent time in Gustavus, Alaska's temperate rainforest. It is a diverse ecosystem that should 
be left natural and undesturbed. Fell free to thin out the forests in California. Oh, and tell Trump he's a 
worthless prick. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Chris McIntosh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harlan 
Last name: Mcintosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Harlan Mcintosh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JoAnn 
Last name: McIntosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JoAnn McIntosh and I live in Clarksville, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JoAnn McIntosh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mac 
Last name: McIntosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I choose 'no action' on this. In Alaska, it protects over 9 million acres on the Tongass, areas they depend on for 
fishing, hunting, recreating, climate regulation, and practicing their culture. 
 
I was fortunate enough to spend two summers on POW and get to learn about the policy of place and aquatic 
and terrestrial ecology. The places that are already logged and have been logged in the past have not followed 
the rules especially how far down to the banks of a stream they can log. This effects salmon and ecosystem 
health. It can be detrimental to a place as beautiful as the Tongass. Please support No Action on the roadless 
rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McIntosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert McIntosh and I live in Hopewell, Virginia. 
 
 
I believe it is very important to help nature to not deteriorate further. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert McIntosh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McIntosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3723 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Robert McIntosh 
Springfield, NJ 07081 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McIntosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3723 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert McIntosh 
 
Springfield, NJ 07081 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McIntosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas McIntosh and I live in Langhorne, PA. 
 
Please keep protections in place for the Tongass. We need to maintain our last natural areas. The future of 
mankind depends on maintains our current natural areas intact. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thomas McIntosh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Mcintyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charles Mcintyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Curt 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Curt McIntyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Curt 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Curt McIntyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenneth McIntyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Mcintyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kenneth Mcintyre and I live in Boca Raton, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kenneth Mcintyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela McIntyre and I live in Fishers, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela McIntyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela McIntyre and I live in Fishers, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela McIntyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mcintyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mcintyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Samuel McIntyre and I live in Fairfield, Connecticut. 
 
Our children, and the next generation of Americans, have a right to inherit Bears Ears in all its proper glory; not 
destroyed. Please save this national treasure! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Samuel McIntyre 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Terry McIntyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: McIntyre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terry McIntyre and I live in Duncansville, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terry McIntyre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stacey 
Last name: McIsaac 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stacey McIsaac and I live in Buffalo, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stacey McIsaac 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margery 
Last name: Mciver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margery Mciver 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McJunkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane McJunkin and I live in Monroe, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane McJunkin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madeleine 
Last name: Mckalips 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Madeleine Mckalips 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madeleine 
Last name: Mckalips 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Madeleine Mckalips 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madeleine 
Last name: Mckalips 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Madeleine Mckalips 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madeleine 
Last name: Mckalips 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Madeleine Mckalips 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Molly 
Last name: McKaughan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Molly McKaughan and I live in West Orange, New Jersey. 
 
More Americans will get sick and die from this policy. The climate will heat further. Do you not care because 
people living near oil and gas facilities are lower-income and not white? Do you rejoice that they will get sick 
and die earlier, making America whiter and richer? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Molly McKaughan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: McKay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC102 
 
I use the tongass National forest for Hiking, and as well as a New Home 
 
I Love to see all of Natural and untouched forest 
 
Please choose No action. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McKay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: mckay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeff mckay and I live in Corte Madera, California. 
 
 
Save the Tongas 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeff mckay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: McKay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Keith McKay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: McKay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ken McKay and I live in Springfield, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ken McKay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BARBARA 
Last name: MCKEE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, BARBARA MCKEE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BARBARA 
Last name: MCKEE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is BARBARA MCKEE and I live in Vancouver, Washington. 
 
 
I have asthma. Poor air quality makes my breathing painful. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, BARBARA MCKEE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC733 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mckee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Donald Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration 
on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- 
have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Mckee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mckee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Donald Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration 
on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- 
have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Mckee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ireen 
Last name: mckee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ireen mckee and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ireen mckee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jim 
Last name: mckee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jim mckee and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jim mckee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Krista 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Krista McKee and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Krista McKee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lary 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lary McKee and I live in Gervais, Oregon. 
 
I can not emphasize enough just how vastly important these forests are to the health of our planet! PLEASE 
STOP CLEAR CUTTING THE TONGGGASS NATIONAL FOREST NOW! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lary McKee 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5076 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please- the climate emergency is real, and it's here now. Yes we need massive changes in energy, 
transportation, construction. But most importantly we need to protect the wild places we still have. Salmon 
populations depend upon temperate rain forest ecosystems. Protect the Tongass - maintain the Roadless Rule! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Patrick McKee 
 
Los Angeles, CA 90026 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No Action for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Forest Service agent; 
 
Please do not allow roads to be developed or used in the Tongass National Forest. Even 1 or 2 roads would 
degrade the watersheds and reduce the wildlife health and diversity and lead to a reduced number of salmon. I 
and lots of American enjoy wild caught Alaskan salmon which is a healthy and, if treated correctly, sustainable 
food. If the roads and logging that go with roads takes place in Tongass National Forest, one of the largest 
salmon spawning area in the world, the entire salmon population will eventually be lost (Do not allow this). I 
urge you to NOT allow roads in the Tongass National Forest and take the &quot;No Action&quot; alternative so 
that in order the &quot;Roadless Rule&quot; for this beautiful and very important area is preserved. 
 
Sincerely; Robert J. McKee 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Mckee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sally Mckee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I care about our National Forests! 
So I support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous 
rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on 
the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we 
simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sarah McKee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah McKee and I live in Amherst, Massachusetts. 
We need our old growth national forests! But really, they belong to our children and grandchildren and.... 
I strongly oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah McKee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susie 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1007 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: McKee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendy McKee and I live in Corvallis, Oregon. 
 
It's hard to believe that anyone, much less the president of the U.S., would want to permit increased methane 
emissions. They will only hasten climate change and create more air pollution which affects humans as well as 
any other living thing. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Wendy McKee 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McKeehen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen McKeehen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kara 
Last name: McKeen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kara McKeen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: McKeever 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
There should be NO logging in our largest national forest. This is beyond ridiculous. Trump is costing us our 
planet and this should be stopped. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: McKeighen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel McKeighen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: McKelvie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin McKelvie and I live in Waterloo, Iowa. 
 
 
Save the planet and all natural spaces. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin McKelvie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Mckelvy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: McKelvy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara McKenna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 1:40:01 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mcjenna and I live in Juneau, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Healthy fisheries and tourism are the basis of our economy in Southeast  Alaska. Both depend greatly on the 
protection of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact 
ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the recreational opportunities it provides. Let's keep public lands 
wild for future generations and preserve the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A 
full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the 
countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas 
for passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat), to improve/maintain roadless characteristics 
(culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), and to focus on low- to mid-impact 
recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, fishing, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including 
the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, sustainable logging. We 
need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If 
a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests 
of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule/Tongass National Forest 
 
Hello, 
 
I'm writing to oppose the exemption of the Alaska Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. Our nation 
was built upon natural and rugged beauty, and while we have disrespected and defiled those spaces, it is 
imperative that we preserve the few pieces of wilderness the U.S.A. has left. There are so few places in our 
country like the Tongass National Forest. They must remain untouched and therefore special. Thank you for 
your consideration. 
 
-- 
 
Best, 
 
Henry McKenna 
 
USA TODAY Sports Media Group 
 
Patriots Wire, For The Win 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacci 
Last name: Mckenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacci Mckenna and I live in Eagle, Colorado. 
 
As adults we are accountable to leave our planet earth in as good or better health than when we were born. We 
must act now before its too late! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jacci Mckenna 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jacqueline McKenna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori McKenna and I live in Indianola, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori McKenna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marci 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marci McKenna and I live in Latham, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marci McKenna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marci 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marci McKenna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Meghan 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1 to continue to protect Tongass Forest from road production and timber harvesting. We 
need to protect old growth forests from being clear cut. This will help maintain streams for salmon and protect 
wildlife habitats in the forest. It will also allow the forests to continue to remove harmful greenhouse gasses 
from the atmosphere and protect our national and global health. Furthermore, the timber industry makes up 
less than 1% of Southeast Alaska's economy, and protecting these forests is more important and valuable than 
attempting to bolster a small industry. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamala 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamala McKenna and I live in North Providence, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamala McKenna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamala 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamala McKenna and I live in North Providence, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamala McKenna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Timothy McKenna and I live in Green Valley, Arizona. 
 
As a EPA Scientist / Environmental Protection Specialist I have witnessed applied Toxic Substance Control Act 
Civil /Criminal Tort ligation for decades. Rule of theory anything Commercial / Consumer Products with 
Geoinorganic chemical ingredients should be FDA -UL-ANSI Tested / European Union / International Standard 
Organization Approved before 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Timothy McKenna 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: McKenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it may Concern, 
 
 
 
I wish to express my support of the Roadless Rule for the Tongass, and my opposition to any attempt to repeal 
it or to weaken its protections, especially of old growth timber. History has proven that clearcutting old growth is 
not economically or environmentally sustainable. The Tongas contains some of the earth's last old growth, in 
tact coastal rainforest. To compromise Tongass protections for short-term economic gain is poor management 
and poor stewardship. 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Taylor 
Last name: Mckenne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5722 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clarice 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Clarice McKenzie and I live in Grand Rapids, Michigan. 
 
These forests need no disturbance. We need all the trees intact to take up carbon dioxide and give off oxygen. 
We want to breathe. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Clarice McKenzie 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dan McKenzie and I live in Adair Village, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dan McKenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:22:26 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane McKenzie and I live in Port Orchard, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I love trees, the forests. I grew up in a rual setting, and believe it is essential for our health to save them. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please, do not move forward on this. Save our forests, and lands, for our futrs. Everyone in this country, who 
trusted you to protect our land not give it up for exploitation, by a few. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Mckenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don Mckenzie and I live in Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don Mckenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Forest 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative 1 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
In response to the proposed lifting of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, I am writing in support of Alternative 
1. 
 
First, preserving our national forests is paramount in the mitigation of climate change. Permitting roads and 
logging in the Tongass is the opposite of what we should be doing. Therefore, Alternative 1 is only option that 
preserves our ability to combat climate change (which is a threat to every American). 
 
Second, this region's economy is more dependent on tourism than logging. The preserved wilderness is vital to 
the ecosystem that supports this tourism. 
 
Third, the Tongass represents a unique rainforest ecosystem that, when truly assessed for economic benefit, 
far outweighs any profits from logging via the roads proposed by the other alternatives. 
 
I urge you to think about the future of all Americans as well as this ecosystem and only allow Alternative 1. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leigh 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am opposed to building roads and slashing protections for the more than 9 million acres of the Tongass 
National Forest. This action is contrary to the best interests of the American public. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marc 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5309 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Before cancer left me disabled, I was lucky enough to spend significant time alone deep in the wilderness of 
Alaska. It is one of our last best hopes to keep true untouched nature for our children, and that's why I'm writing 
you today. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marc McKenzie 
 
Windsor, CO 80550 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary McKenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patti 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patti McKenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ruthie 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It would be totally irresponsible to change the roadless designation in the Tongass National Forest. Climate 
change is already causing severe problems around the world. The thought of destroying a rain forest to 
enhance the wealth of a few is unconscionable. Please be the guardian of the forest for the people of the 
future. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Mckenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra Mckenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McKenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan McKenzie and I live in Meadow Vista, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan McKenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzie 
Last name: Mckenzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Suzie Mckenzie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: McKeon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie McKeon and I live in Honolulu, Hawaii. 
 
 
This rollback of protection is totally unacceptable!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie McKeon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renae 
Last name: McKeon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Renae McKeon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Renae 
Last name: McKeon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Renae McKeon and I live in Bennington, Nebraska. 
 
There are so many places that trees could be harvested and thinned, making the habitats for animals so much 
healthier. These trees are in the lower states and I am sure that landowners would be happy to let people take 
the trees and use them for building. The Tongass National Forest is too important to destroy, all so logging 
corporations can make a buck by raping the land and taking our vital lungs of the planet. No clearcutting of 
trees in the Tongass. This should never happen and Trump has got to stop destroying this planet so his other 
millionaires can make millions from the land and water of the people. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Renae McKeon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonni 
Last name: Mckeown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bonni Mckeown 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jake 
Last name: McKeown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
See attached file(s) 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original.  
 
 
 
To the USDA, 
 
This is not a smart environmental decision to make because there could be huge consequences to opening up 
the Tongass National Forest to logging. There are so many things that will be affected if logging and 
development is allowed in this place. One thing affected will be the wildlife that calls the forest its home. Deer, 
moose, black and brown bears, grouse are just some animals that will be forced to change their habits and 
adapt to these new influences. They may have to travel further to be able to find good food and clean water. 
Another thing that could be affected are the rivers and streams that no doubt run through it. The trees forces 
rivers and streams to meander and this helps slow down the current, but if 9.2 million acres of trees are clear 
cut, that could have major impacts on the rivers. It could allow them to begin to channelize and become 
straighter, thus speeding up the current. This could then impact how these rivers and streams flood since they 
are in a temperate rainforest. Another impact is the mycorrhizal networks that connect all of the plant life to 
each other. If that many trees are removed, I will throw the entire ecosystem out of wack as over half of the 
things that help the ecosystem function are completely removed. It will cause nutrients to move slower between 
plants, which in turn will cause them to not grow as quickly or as big as they once were. This is why the 
majority of the Tongass National Forest should be left untouched. If there are plots of a couple acres that have 
some trees taken out, that[rsquo]s ok, because, for the most part, the ecosystem will be able to handle that 
work through or around it. But if over HALF of the forest is taken out, there is almost no way that the ecosystem 
could bounce back from that and recover. And replanting trees once they[rsquo]re removed won[rsquo]t work 
either as it will take DECADES for those new trees to grow and reach the same level that the old ones were at. 
We have already screwed up so much of the Earth and its biomes and ecosystems through just trying to 
support the growing population. There has to be other solutions to building homes other than cutting down over 
half of the trees in the largest temperate rainforest in the world. These biomes are already rare enough as is, 
only being found in 20 countries, and only in places that receive enough precipitation and have the right climate 
for deciduous trees to grow. This is why it needs to be protected as there isn[rsquo]t a lot to begin with. I love 
being able to go outdoors in these kinds of places and hike and see what God has created. By allowing loggers 
and construction to come in an destroy it, would ruin experiences for generations of people that enjoy being 
able to visit these places. 
 
From, 
 
Jake McKeown 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original.  
 
 
 
To the USDA, 
 



This is not a smart environmental decision to make because there could be huge consequences to opening up 
the Tongass National Forest to logging. There are so many things that will be affected if logging and 
development is allowed in this place. One thing affected will be the wildlife that calls the forest its home. Deer, 
moose, black and brown bears, grouse are just some animals that will be forced to change their habits and 
adapt to these new influences. They may have to travel further to be able to find good food and clean water. 
Another thing that could be affected are the rivers and streams that no doubt run through it. The trees forces 
rivers and streams to meander and this helps slow down the current, but if 9.2 million acres of trees are clear 
cut, that could have major impacts on the rivers. It could allow them to begin to channelize and become 
straighter, thus speeding up the current. This could then impact how these rivers and streams flood since they 
are in a temperate rainforest. Another impact is the mycorrhizal networks that connect all of the plant life to 
each other. If that many trees are removed, I will throw the entire ecosystem out of wack as over half of the 
things that help the ecosystem function are completely removed. It will cause nutrients to move slower between 
plants, which in turn will cause them to not grow as quickly or as big as they once were. This is why the 
majority of the Tongass National Forest should be left untouched. If there are plots of a couple acres that have 
some trees taken out, that[rsquo]s ok, because, for the most part, the ecosystem will be able to handle that 
work through or around it. But if over HALF of the forest is taken out, there is almost no way that the ecosystem 
could bounce back from that and recover. And replanting trees once they[rsquo]re removed won[rsquo]t work 
either as it will take DECADES for those new trees to grow and reach the same level that the old ones were at. 
We have already screwed up so much of the Earth and its biomes and ecosystems through just trying to 
support the growing population. There has to be other solutions to building homes other than cutting down over 
half of the trees in the largest temperate rainforest in the world. These biomes are already rare enough as is, 
only being found in 20 countries, and only in places that receive enough precipitation and have the right climate 
for deciduous trees to grow. This is why it needs to be protected as there isn[rsquo]t a lot to begin with. I love 
being able to go outdoors in these kinds of places and hike and see what God has created. By allowing loggers 
and construction to come in an destroy it, would ruin experiences for generations of people that enjoy being 
able to visit these places. 
 
From, 
 
Jake McKeown 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



To the USDA,  

This is not a smart environmental decision to make because there could be huge consequences to 

opening up the Tongass National Forest to logging. There are so many things that will be 

affected if logging and development is allowed in this place. One thing affected will be the 

wildlife that calls the forest its home. Deer, moose, black and brown bears, grouse are just some 

animals that will be forced to change their habits and adapt to these new influences. They may 

have to travel further to be able to find good food and clean water. Another thing that could be 

affected are the rivers and streams that no doubt run through it. The trees forces rivers and 

streams to meander and this helps slow down the current, but if 9.2 million acres of trees are 

clear cut, that could have major impacts on the rivers. It could allow them to begin to channelize 

and become straighter, thus speeding up the current. This could then impact how these rivers and 

streams flood since they are in a temperate rainforest. Another impact is the mycorrhizal 

networks that connect all of the plant life to each other. If that many trees are removed, I will 

throw the entire ecosystem out of wack as over half of the things that help the ecosystem 

function are completely removed. It will cause nutrients to move slower between plants, which in 

turn will cause them to not grow as quickly or as big as they once were. This is why the majority 

of the Tongass National Forest should be left untouched. If there are plots of a couple acres that 

have some trees taken out, that’s ok, because, for the most part, the ecosystem will be able to 

handle that work through or around it. But if over HALF of the forest is taken out, there is almost 

no way that the ecosystem could bounce back from that and recover. And replanting trees once 

they’re removed won’t work either as it will take DECADES for those new trees to grow and 

reach the same level that the old ones were at. We have already screwed up so much of the Earth 

and its biomes and ecosystems through just trying to support the growing population. There has 

to be other solutions to building homes other than cutting down over half of the trees in the 

largest temperate rainforest in the world. These biomes are already rare enough as is, only being 

found in 20 countries, and only in places that receive enough precipitation and have the right 

climate for deciduous trees to grow. This is why it needs to be protected as there isn’t a lot to 

begin with. I love being able to go outdoors in these kinds of places and hike and see what God 

has created. By allowing loggers and construction to come in an destroy it, would ruin 

experiences for generations of people that enjoy being able to visit these places. 

From, 

Jake McKeown 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: McKernon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6442 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Alaska. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and camping, to our 
tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the roadless areas of 
the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: McKibben 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann McKibben and I live in Moreno Valley, California. 
 
 
We need to preserve the Roadless Area Conservation Rule. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann McKibben 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: SHANNON 
Last name: MCKIBBEN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: McKillin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1430 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McKillip 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McKillip and I live in Sicklerville, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McKillip 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: McKim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jan McKim and I live in San Carlos, CA. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jan McKim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McKimens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
December 17, 2019 
 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christensen, 
 
 
 
I am writing today to strongly urge the U.S. Forest Service not to exempt any portion of the Tongass National 
Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. For the record, I support Alternative 1 the "NO ACTION" alternative. 
Please keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
 
 
 
My name is Michael A McKimens. I am a 35-year resident of Craig Alaska located on Prince of Wales Island. 
My past work experience is as follows: former Craig Public Works Director (1984-2004), former Project 
Manager/Inspector (1985-2015), and former Owner Operator of Outer Coast Adventures, LLC (2005-2016) a 
marine transportation business. Now fully retired, I've seen a lot of changes over the decades here in Craig and 
all over Prince of Wales Island. Not all this change is has been good. Years or should I say decades of 
unsustainable industrial scale logging on Prince of Wales Island has decimated Tongass Old Growth timber. 
Most of the low elevation riparian Old Growth has now been logged. Only 6% of the Old Growth Timber 
remains on POW, locally known as 'Ground Zero for the Forest Service Tongass Timber Program. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is known as the "crown jewel" of our national forest system and for good reason: 
 
* The Tongass is the largest National Forest in the United States at nearly 17 (16,700) million acres; 
 
* It is part of the largest remaining Temperate Rain Forest in the world that once stretched from northern 
California, thru Oregon, Washington, British Columbia and ending in Southeast Alaska; 
 
* According to the World Wildlife Fund, "More than a quarter of the world's coastal temperate rain forests occur 
in the North Pacific coastal forests ecoregion of southeast Alaska"; 
 
* Not only is the Tongass a National treasure, it's a Global Treasure as the largest temperate rainforest in the 
world; and 
 
* This type of ecosystem is not only rare, but also highly valuable to wildlife. "Old-growth temperate rainforests 
hold more biomass (living stuff) per acre than any other type of ecosystem on the planet, including tropical 
jungles." The Tongass hosts deep forests of old-growth cedar, spruce and hemlock trees, some of which are 
more than 1,000 years old, as well as blueberries, skunk cabbages, ferns, mosses and many other plants in its 
understory. 
 
 
 
An Alaska State specific exemption to the Roadless Rule would allow 165,000 acres of old-growth forest to be 
clear-cut. Read: the best of what is left. This will further threaten wildlife, fish habitat and the fisheries they 
support. Any decision to remove the rule goes against years of collaboration between the U.S. Forest Service 
the Southeast Alaska Tribes, outdoor recreation, tourism, and fishing interests and local community members. 
 
 
 



The Forest Service lost 600 million dollars on timber sales over the last 20 years. That is an average of 30 
million per year of taxpayer expense to support a few local jobs. Removing the Roadless Rule will ensure the 
destruction of the remaining Tongass Old Growth forest at ever more taxpayer expense. That makes no 
economic or ecological sense. If the large scale timber industry has to be subsidized year after year maybe it is 
not a viable industry. 
 
 
 
Climate scientists say that protecting mature forests is just as urgent as halting fossil fuel use, since big, old 
trees trap far more carbon pollution than younger, second-growth forests. And few forests on the planet play a 
greater role than the Tongass in helping to mitigate climate change. The Tongass retains more atmospheric 
carbon than any forest in the United States, according to Dominick DellaSala, chief scientist with the Geos 
Institute, a think tank in Ashland, Oregon. "Because it is one of the world's last relatively intact temperate 
rainforests, and it has a maritime climate, the Tongass is Alaska's first line of climate change defense and a 
climate refuge for its world-class salmon and wildlife populations," he says. 
 
 
 
The argument that the existing 2001 Roadless Rule stifles rural economic development doesn't hold water. It's 
the same old scare tactic that some residents espoused when the mills closed down in the 90s. Ketchikan and 
Sitka will dry up and go away. Jobs will be lost, real estate values in the toilet, small rural communities will not 
exist anymore, etc. Not true. Did not happen. The existing Roadless Rule allows for important community 
exemptions such as: hydroelectric projects, construction of power lines, transportation corridors, mineral leases 
and others. It does not stifle the economy. The 2001 National Roadless Rule is well designed and flexible 
enough to allow for access and certain development projects. Since 2009 48 projects have been approved in 
the Tongass, the majority relating to surface exploration of potential mining and hydropower plus electric 
transmission corridors. The Forest Service has also taken steps to expedite this approval process, now taking 
only one to three weeks for approval. 
 
 
 
Removing the Rule will increase rural economic development. That statement is more untruths by development 
fanatics. Today timber represents less than 1% of regional employment. Tourism is the area's biggest 
business, employing more than 10,000 people and driving more than a billion dollars in economic impact each 
year. While the seafood industry and tourism account for 9% and 15% of regional employment respectively. 
The same intact forest ecosystems that inspire hundreds of thousands of tourists to visit also provide the 
important habitat for salmon spawning. It is clear that a sustainable economy for SE Alaska depends on its 
intact old-growth ecosystems, not more logging. 
 
 
 
There is a limited supply of accessible Old Growth in Southeast Alaska. Viking Lumber refuses to cut second 
growth. Should we let Viking cut the remaining Old Growth? I think not. The mill needs to transition to young 
growth now or go away, simple as that. 
 
 
 
Do not ignore the wishes of the American public. As of today tens of thousands of Americans have commented 
to leave the successful 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass. 
 
However, this entire process is driven by politics and not science. I object to that. It's not the way to manage 
public lands. These lands belong to all Americans. These lands contribute in untold ways to climate, 
environment, quality of life, and economic opportunity like fishing, subsistence and tourism. Q: Why can't 
people learn from past mistakes? Do you want Southeast Alaska to look like the Pacific Northwest? Where 
salmon are threatened and endangered, forests are monocultures with only little pockets of standing Old 
Growth forest left? 
 
 
 



Oh, did I mention the Tongass National Forest is the last forest in the nation that allows clear-cut logging. Why 
is that? 
 
 
 
Again, I strongly urge you to select the "No-Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and keep 
the 2001 National Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass. 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
/s/ Michael McKimens 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chelsea 
Last name: McKinley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is the last stands of old-growth coastal temperate forest. Old-growth temperate 
rainforests hold more biomass per acre than any other type of ecosystem on the planet. Protecting roadless 
areas in the Tongass, means that this superpower ecosystem can continue absorbing more carbon than any 
other forest in the United States. On its own, the Tongass holds 8% of all carbon stored in US forests. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is a globally significant refuge for healthily functioning coastal rainforest ecosystems; home to 
bears, wolves, deer, birds, and salmon. Millions of wild salmon spawn in the Tongass. Every year commercial 
fishermen in Southeast Alaska harvest 49 million wild salmon that were spawned in the streams and rivers of 
the Tongass, and the rest return to the forest to reproduce and nourish wild animals and massive trees. 
 
 
 
In addition, the federal government has lost $600 MILLION in the past two decades of logging the Tongass 
through massive subsidies for the timber industry and administrative costs. US taxpayers are at risk of losing 
even more money to clearcutting ancient forests if Tongass roadless areas are opened to roadbuilding. 
 
 
 
Please, for the sake of biodiversity, climate change, and tax payers take no action on Alaska Roadless 
Rulemaking #54511. Leave the roadless rule in place! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: McKinley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emily McKinley and I live in Lynnwood, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Im an outdoor educator and artist, and have witnessed firsthand the immense benefits of wild places- for 
humans and our more than human kin. The Tongass is one of the last remaining areas of such vast 
biodiversity, including refuge for many endangered and keystone species which rely on this healthy and fully 
intact habitat. Its these old growth forests, that deserve our most critical preservation and protection. The 
Tongass national forest is the largest in the US and encompasses some of the largest stands of remaining old 
growth, temperate rainforest in the world. Research shows that biological degradation results after logging is 
initiated, even in when done in sustainable forest management systems. Please consider the future 
generations who will inherit this earth, the long term cost of this destruction, and the limited amount of old 
growth temperate rainforest remaining. Roadless saves taxpayers money, saves biodiversity, sequesters 
carbon emissions (vs emitting greenhouse gases by their destruction and subsequent destruction of the land), 
and helps keep wild places intact for the future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 



The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kala 
Last name: McKinley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kala McKinley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:22:27 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McKinley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathleen McKinley 
Hillsboro, OH 45133 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McKinley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1465 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: McKinney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Chugach 
 
As a landowner and participant in the tourism industry in the Chugach, based in McCarthy, I am strongly 
opposed to any weakening of the roadless status in the Tongass and Chugach national forests. 
 
Bill McKinney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: McKinney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3555 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ryan McKinney 
 
Horsham, PA 19044 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: McKinney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3555 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Ryan McKinney 
Horsham, PA 19044 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thery 
Last name: McKinney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thery McKinney and I live in Palm Coast, Florida. 
 
 
hOW MANY TIMES CAN WE SAY "no"!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thery McKinney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McKinney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William McKinney and I live in Melbourne, Florida. 
 
 
Strong Environmental Protection is essential for human life to continue long-term on Earth. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William McKinney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Mckinnis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Logging in Tongass 
 
I would just like to say that I oppose logging in the Tongass and that it should remain protected. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: McKinsey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kyle McKinsey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brendan 
Last name: Mckinson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3274 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brendan Mckinson 
 
Andover, MA 01810 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brendan 
Last name: Mckinson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3274 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Brendan Mckinson 
Andover, MA 01810 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: McKirdy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wayne McKirdy and I live in Lisbon, North Dakota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wayne McKirdy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mitchell 
Last name: McKirnan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mitchell McKirnan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: McKissick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita McKissick and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rita McKissick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: McKissick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rita McKissick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: McKnight 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Roadless Rule 
 
Hi, 
 
Just wanted to comment in favor of leaving the Roadless Rule in place in the Tongass National Park. 
 
It's the largest temperate rainforest in the world. Clearcut logging takes over 100 years to fully grow back in this 
environment. The trees are way more valuable standing than cut down. US taxpayers have to pay a subsidy to 
cut the trees down. It makes zero sense. Thanks... 
 
James McKnight 
 
Juneau, Alaska 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MICHAEL 
Last name: MCKNIGHT 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicholas 
Last name: McKnight 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: McKown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The threats of global warming and loss of nature appear to be greater than scientists forecast fairly recently. 
This is especially true for Alaska. Over the last 60 years Alaska has been warming twice as fast as the rest of 
the US. This year's UN Global Assessment Report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services declared that one 
third of all species in the US are at risk of extinction over the next few decades. Deforestation is a prime 
contributor to both global warming and species extinction. Forest preservation, especially old growth areas, is 
essential if we are to reduce carbon emissions and preserve nature. This is not the time for the US Forest 
Service to be granting exemptions from the Roadless Rule and certainly not for the Tongass National Forest 
(TNF) which is the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. Temperate rainforests, because of their 
many boggy areas, sequester more carbon per acre than any other type of forest. The TNF is also a very 
species rich area. 
 
The Forest Service needs to select Alternative 1 from its DEIS which would not exempt any of the Tongass 
National Forest from the Roadless Rule. Some old growth areas in the Tongass have strands of trees over 200 
feet tall and over 800 years old that shelter and cool trout and salmon streams that are crucial for maintaining 
the population of these popular fish. According to Trout Unlimited the Tongass National Forest produces more 
salmon than all other national forests combined. A certain amount of global warming is baked into our future no 
matter what we do so the salmon population is definitely at risk. We need to be vigilant in our protection of the 
five different species of Pacific salmon that spawn in the Tongass National Forest. The Roadless Rule provides 
crucial protection for these highly esteemed salmon. 
 
Alaskan politicians frequently argue that exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule would be good for job 
creation. While the lumber industry would benefit from this subsidy the fisheries and tourism industries would 
suffer. Tourism is by far the most important industry in Southeast Alaska, the "Panhandle", of which 75% 
consists of the Tongass National Forest. Also, the fishing industry is much more important than the lumber 
industry in Southeast Alaska. Many tourists travel by ship or boat along the Inside Passage enjoying the many 
islands, mountains and glaciers that make up the Tongass National Forest. Glacier Bay, which was voted the 
best cruise ship destination in the world in 2018, is a highlight of these Inside Passage tours. The unspoiled 
natural beauty and abundant wildlife of the Tongass National Forest need to be preserved if tourism is to 
continue to thrive. A much better way to increase employment in the area would be to increase stream 
restoration projects throughout the forest. There is a backlog of salmon habitat restoration projects identified 
since 2011 when a previous Roadless Rule exemption for the TNF was rescinded by the courts. These projects 
would benefit the tourism industry as well as the fishing industry. 
 
Reforestation has been recommended by both the IPCC and the IPBES as a crucial tool for reducing global 
warming and preserving species. To open the TNF to logging by exempting it from the Roadless Rule is 
ignoring the pressing need to address global warming and species extinction. Preserving the TNF should be 
part of a national strategy to fight global warming and species extinction. The current population of Alaska is 
less than 750,000. Over 2,000,000 tourists visited Alaska in 2018, and 1,500,000 of these visited Southeast 
Alaska. Because the population of Alaska is so small and the land area so vast and unspoiled there is a great 
opportunity to protect the forests and wilderness areas of the state for the whole nation to enjoy and to address 
the threats of climate change and loss of nature that threaten us all. The federal government should be 
researching ways to reimburse Alaskans with carbon credits if they protect their wild areas rather than 
proposing that these nationally scarce wild areas be open to logging. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Mclafferty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tom Mclafferty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: McLain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not open the Tongass to any form of commercial logging or commercial activity. Doing so will 
irreparably harm this pristine, roadless wilderness. Logging the Tongass is simply not needed. The same goes 
for any of our national forests and national parks. These national treasures should never be opened to any sort 
of commercialization. They should be preserved as wilderness. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: S 
Last name: McLain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is S McLain and I live in Grand Rapids, Michigan. 
 
 
Please dont destroy our heart. Thank you. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, S McLain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: McLain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tom McLain and I live in Simi Valley, California. 
 
 
Preserving our environment is keep our ecology proper and climate balance proper. What do you want your 
legacy to be? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tom McLain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: McLain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tom McLain and I live in Simi Valley, California. 
 
Preserving our environment is keep our ecology proper and climate balance proper. What do you want your 
legacy to be? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Tom McLain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: McLallen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David McLallen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elisabeth 
Last name: Mclane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I work as a private consulting forester in Vermont. In this time of climate warming and new understanding of the 
role of forests in Carbon uptake and storage, it would be foolhardy to INCREASE timber harvesting, particularly 
in areas that have been previously protected. I can't even believe there is a move to open up Tongass NF to 
logging. This seems totally irresponsible to me. 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Elisabeth Mclane 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mclane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mclane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mclane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mclane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mclane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mclane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mclane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mclane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mclane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mclane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mclane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mclane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Neil 
Last name: McLane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Neil McLane and I live in Longmont, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Neil McLane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Malcolm 
Last name: McLann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC654 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
Do not exempt Alaska from the Roadless Rule because the climate crisis is the greatest threat to life humans 
have ever known, and while cutting down forests provides economic gain, all life on earth wil have to endure 
the cost of removing essential carbon sinks and releasing more carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
Malcolm McLann 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: McLaren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alison McLaren and I live in Fort Mill, South Carolina. 
 
 
We must protect these lands and NOW!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alison McLaren 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brendan 
Last name: Mclaren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brendan Mclaren and I live in Puyallup, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brendan Mclaren 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: McLarnon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracy McLarnon and I live in Arcata, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracy McLarnon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: TJ 
Last name: McLarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I fully support keeping our forests untouched by additional development and logging. The damage we do to the 
environment in a day takes years for Mother Nature to reverse. Please keep our forests in tact so that we and 
our children's children can enjoy the beautiful views and wildlife for the next week 100 years! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernadette 
Last name: Mclaughin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bernadette Mclaughin and I live in Wall Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bernadette Mclaughin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bill McLaughlin and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
Alaska's natural forests are a national treasure. Logging should be done in areas that have the lowest 
environmental impact and using the most sustainable practices. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bill McLaughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colm 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colm McLaughlin and I live in Glenside, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Colm McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: dagmar 
Last name: mclaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is dagmar mclaughlin and I live in Palatine, Illinois. 
 
HOW ARE YOU PROTECTING AMERICANS......YOU ARE DESTROYING THEIR ENVIRONMENT......YOU 
NEED TO BE SUED...... 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, dagmar mclaughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Grainne 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Grainne McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kriss 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kriss McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laureen 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Using taxpayer subsidies to enrich private companies as they destroy our precious natural resources is insane. 
Once these places are destroyed, they will take hundreds of years to recover (some areas will never 'recover'). 
 
Regards, Laureen McLaughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maud 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maud McLaughlin and I live in High Falls, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maud McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael McLaughlin and I live in Desert Hot Springs, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael McLaughlin and I live in Knoxville, Tennessee. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a national treasure and is vital to the survival of our planet. It provides essential 
habitat for wildlife, supports the economy and way of life of the Tlingit people, and provides valuable 
recreational opportunities. This land is a sacred trust, and must be preserved for the American people, not 
sacrificed to the greed of commercial interests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael McLaughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nelda 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nelda McLaughlin and I live in Farmington, New Mexico. 
 
I live in the four corners which has the highest emissions of methane in the US and since I retired back here 
twenty five years ago I have had breathing problems I never had while growing up here. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nelda McLaughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nelda 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nelda McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Quinn 
Last name: Mclaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Quinn Mclaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC542 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am a visitor of Sitka, and I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island. On this cruise, I am 
exploring and learning about the natural habitat of the area and how important it is to the visitor industry, 
commercial fishermen, and locals as well. fishermen, and locals as well. fishermen, and locals as well. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, it is widely apparent that Kruzof Island is heavily utilized by visitors and local 
residents alike. Allen Marine boats and small cruise ships pass by the lush shores of the island to watch the 
fantastic marine animals that frolic in the rich coastal waters, sharing the oceans with many independent fishing 
guides that lead daily trips to catch the king and coho salmon that are sustained by the prolific feed found off 
the coast. The beautiful landscape, abundant wildlife, and intact forests throughout the Tongass National 
Forest are an important part of why I chose to visit Southeast Alaska; these vistas are fast disappearing in the 
continental United States. 
 
Kruzof Island is currently protected from old-growth clearcut logging under the 2001 Roadless Rule. *It is 
important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] This intact temperate rainforest is a sight unique to Southeast 
Alaska; such lush and varied flora and fauna are rare in other corners of the world. 
 
I want to see Kruzof Island and the Tongass National Forest protected because: 
 
I would like future generations to be able to visit and appreciate its incredibly beautiful vistas and be able to 
enjoy it as I do today. 
 
*I do not want to see the Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass.* [text bolded for 
emphasis] Please keep this national and global treasure of a rainforest intact for generations yet to come. 
 
Sincerely, Scott McLaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sherilyn 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherilyn McLaughlin and I live in Brea, California. 
 
Trump's removal of protection for the Tongass National Forest in the name of corporate profit and greed is a 
travesty. 
 
In addition to the sustenance derived by Native tribes and wildlife from the Tongass, its trees exchange CO2 for 
O2 and help reduce pollution. With climate warming (denied in ignorance by Trump) preservation of the Earth's 
forests is imperative. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sherilyn McLaughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mclaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5506 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Mclaughlin 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: McLaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Timothy McLaughlin and I live in Plymouth, Massachusetts. 
 
Please protect the trees, lands and air from reckless destruction and poisoning to needs of greedy corporations 
at the expense of millions of Americans. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Timothy McLaughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: annmarie 
Last name: Mclean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The science is real. The conclusions are apparent if not dire warnings. We asa spexies depend on air and 
water. At this tip of the iceberg, the continued destruction of the worlds eco systems is irreversible to support 
human and critical needs of many species of life. I vehemently oppose the use of lands, held for American's 
use, to be cut, logged or otherwise killed in the name of what? Progress? When is destruction of the world 
class environmental rights going to be considered? The PLANET should have the same (if not MORE) rights as 
any man-made entity, Corporations by the way, do not exist is the ecosphere and are therefore unnecessary to 
support life on the planet. Trees and water do. TREES AND WATER. ALL WE NEED, certainly not expendable. 
NO MORE CUTTING OF OLD GROWTH FORESTS!!! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janyce 
Last name: McLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janyce McLean and I live in Canyon Lake, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janyce McLean 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: McLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith McLean 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: McLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine McLean and I live in Allyn-grapeview, Washington. 
 
The Tongass is a precious resources and bulwark against climate change. There is no true need to log the 
forest either for jobs or to create wood products. The move to vandalize our public lands is uneconomic, 
immoral, and short sighted. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Katherine McLean 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: McLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the forest alone. No logging, no mining. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: m 
Last name: mclean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is m mclean and I live in Moscow, Idaho. 
 
 
We pay taxes and should be able to count on the Government to regulate companies that provide food and 
water! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, m mclean 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Mclean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stewart 
Last name: McLean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: McLellan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy McLellan and I live in Littleton, Colorado. 
 
 
Are you even thinking about the health and well-being if future generations? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy McLellan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: McLellan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am aghast this is even being considered. Our world is on the brink of environmental collapse and this 
government, not limited to Trump, wants to destroy what vestiges capable of sustaining it remain. Typical of the 
self-destructiveness of capitalism, under the visage of profits. We perennially forget Chief Seattle's wise words: 
"Only when the last tree has died and the last river has been poisoned and the last fish has been caught will we 
realize that we can not eat money." I am in favor of leaving the forest undisturbed. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McLendon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do NOT REMOVE protections. No roads. No logging of old growth forest. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doug 
Last name: Mcleod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Doug Mcleod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: McLeod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen McLeod and I live in North Highlands, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eileen McLeod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mcleod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mcleod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keely 
Last name: Mcleod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Keely Mcleod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keely 
Last name: Mcleod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Keely Mcleod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McLeod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McLeod and I live in Sumter, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McLeod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phoebe 
Last name: McLeod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phoebe McLeod and I live in Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phoebe McLeod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: McLeod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jo 
Last name: MCLeve 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I chose Alternative one. No new roads. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: althea 
Last name: mcluckie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is althea mcluckie and I live in Taos, New Mexico. 
 
In my opinion, the idea of clearcutting the Tongass is just plain wrong. Why would we shoot ourselves and the 
world in the foot like this? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, althea mcluckie 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: McLuckie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Good Day, 
 
 
 
I found the public and subsistence meetings on the Roadless Rule on November 14 at the Hoonah District 
Ranger Station to be most informative and confirming. I found myself in support of all the diverse points of view 
presented by members of the Hoonah community presented in those meetings. As diverse as the presenters 
were, the common thread contained in all was an impassioned plea to prioritize the viewpoints of those who 
actually live amongst the Tongass forest, the very people who are most affected by your decisions. Much of 
what I heard I could have said myself. 
 
 
 
You have managed to put the community of Hoonah strongly on the defensive with your preferred Alternative 6. 
It is apparent from the timeline of the decision making process and the actual radical decision proposed by you 
that your rulemaking process is an upside down, from the top approach that fails to take into account how the 
residents of Hoonah actually live in this great forest. 
 
 
 
We are already many years into local management of the Hoonah Community Forest, a diverse partnership of 
stakeholders (USFS included) that seeks to manage the forest across all the diverse uses of community 
members. Successful partnerships require best-intent efforts from all parties, but in return those efforts are 
rewarded with management that is responsive to Hoonah, dynamic in outcomes and represents the most 
benefits for the widest range of interests. 
 
 
 
Instead of local management, your preferred alternative represents bully politics and an absence of science-
based natural resources management, community-based public policy, or mandated subsistence activities. I 
found much of the DEIS problematic, for example, when you claim full exemption would have "negligible" 
effects on fish habitat. The outcomes of your preferred alternatives work against Hoonah's management of our 
community forest. For most of us, Hoonah will be poorer, with less economic opportunity and more 
environmental impacts. The emotional health of Hoonah's residents are at-risk here, as any threats to our 
forest pose a threat to our well-being. 
 
 
 
My strong preference is for Alternatives 1 or 2, or 3 only if Hoonah was added to the list of Community Priority 
Areas. These alternatives keep existing regulatory protections for all key watersheds inside roadless areas and 
convert a carefully targeted amount of old-growth for minimal environmental impact. Alternatives 4, 5 and 6 
convert far too much old-growth acres to timber lands, build too many new roads required for these harvests, 
and make these selections without regard to community priorities. Neither the State of Alaska nor the USDA 
have shown they understand the issues at play here. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time and any considerations of those most affected by this action. 
 
 
 
Ben McLuckie 
 



27 year resident of Hoonah 
 
24 years of teaching biology, natural resources, earth science and more at Hoonah High School, 
 
Forest resident for recreation, subsistence, sport 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: McLuckie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra McLuckie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: McLuckie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra McLuckie and I live in Fort Collins, Colorado. 
 
 
How can anyone value money over human, animal and plant life and health? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra McLuckie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: McLuckie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra McLuckie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mcmahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Mcmahan and I live in Chattanooga, Tennessee. 
 
We want cleaner air and the auto makers agree-why do you jeopardize our children and grandchildren's health 
and future and the planet? Repent! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Mcmahan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McMahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael McMahan and I live in Huntington Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael McMahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: McMahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annie McMahon and I live in Clarkdale, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annie McMahon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: McMahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane McMahon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: elizabeth 
Last name: mcmahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is elizabeth mcmahon and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, elizabeth mcmahon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emalie 
Last name: McMahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative One 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I choose Alternative One and do not support road building or logging in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Best, 
 
Emalie McMahon 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mcmahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kate Mcmahon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McMahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary McMahon and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
We need clean air protections for our health and the environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary McMahon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Mcmahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Mcmahon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: McMahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike McMahon and I live in Perth Amboy, New Jersey. 
 
It takes many years for these majestic trees to develop. They are an essential part of the ecosystem and must 
be preserved - not squandered. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mike McMahon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Mcmahon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca Mcmahon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lana 
Last name: McMakin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lana McMakin and I live in Fairport, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lana McMakin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: McManimon-Moe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia McManimon-Moe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Candace 
Last name: McManus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Candace McManus and I live in Merritt Island, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Candace McManus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: McManus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McManus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael McManus and I live in Royal Oak, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael McManus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: McMaster 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC366 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am strongly *opposed* [text underlined for emphasis] to a proposal to increase logging in the Tongass 
National Forest. Those big trees provide critical habitat for birds and animals. We [illegible] depend on these 
forests and the wildlife that live there - 
 
Elizabeth McMaster 
 
Albuquerque NM 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Mcmath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cynthia Mcmath 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: McMath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy McMath and I live in Kenton Vale, Kentucky. 
 
These federal lands are not yours to Make money! They belong to to US the people. No to destroying our 
natural resources! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathy McMath 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: McMclaughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy McMclaughlin and I live in Naples, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy McMclaughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kirk 
Last name: Mcmeen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5665 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Mcmeen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5664 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mychaela 
Last name: McMenamin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I was here in June of this year. It is the most beautiful, one of a kind place in the entire world. This is a national 
treasure that provides immense education, joy, health to various people across the world. The people I met 
from around the world and the united states that were purely enjoying this vast wonder was incredible. The 
amount of tourism this land and waters brings to Alaska fuels the economy more than the dying logging 
industry ever would. The logging industry would ruin this land forever when it would only benefit the industry for 
a handful of years. Please protect this land and water from being exempt from the roadless rule. PROTECT 
OUR FUTURE. 
 
I am an outdoor recreation enthusiast writing to express my interest in continuing to protect the Tongass 
National Forest and its backcountry and roadless areas from unnecessary logging and development. 
 
The Tongass has tremendous value for outdoor recreation in the region, and also provides clean water, clean 
air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic and ecological health of Southeast 
Alaska. Road building, logging, and development should continue to be prohibited in the Tongass's roadless 
areas through upholding the Roadless Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after a lot of public outreach. It's a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mychaela McMenamin 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: McMichael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jan McMichael and I live in Kirkwood, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jan McMichael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: McMillan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hugh McMillan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: McMillan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hugh McMillan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: McMillan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hugh McMillan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanne 
Last name: McMillan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joanne McMillan and I live in Ocala, Florida. 
 
 
Our wetlands are vital on so many levels. Step up and protect them. Hyper development is ugly 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joanne McMillan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dylan 
Last name: McMillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janey 
Last name: McMillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janey McMillen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JANEY 
Last name: MCMILLEN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JANEY MCMILLEN and I live in Apex, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JANEY MCMILLEN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Mcmillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Mcmillen and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
The planet is our gift to our children. The planet's body needs its lungsthis continent's forests are a vital part of 
these lungs! Leave them alone. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Joan Mcmillen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Mcmillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith Mcmillen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Mcmillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith Mcmillen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: McMillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC223 
 
28 October 2019 
 
Gentlemen and/or Mesdames, 
 
I BEG of you to implement the following: 
 
HR 823, HR 2181 & HR 1373 
 
All of which will protect the Grand Canyon (GRAND Canyon) from new mining claims and will protect its waters. 
We can no longer continue to degrade our lands in any way!! 
 
We need a healthy planet on which we live, and all the mining, water projects, lumbering, giving up roadless 
areas, drilling in National Refuges (especially the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge), loosening protection of 
National Monuments, allowing hunting in our National Parks are a disgrace to say the least!! 
 
PLEASE do all you can to PROTECT this land, its waters, trees, animal, air and all else that lives here. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Marie McMillen 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mimi 
Last name: McMillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mimi Mcmillen and I live in Kerrville, TX. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is vital to our environment. It must be protected at all costs for multiple reasons -- 
air quality, environment, wildlife, 
 
all peoples on Earth!! I am a staunch Environmentalist, hoping to save our country rather than destroying it for 
monetary purposes. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world the high density of incredible wildlife it contains to keep public 
lands wild for future generations its status as a national and global treasure the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping hiking hunting foraging etc) 
passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement improve fish passage wildlife thinning etc) . It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices . We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 



chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McMillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William McMillen and I live in Santa Ynez, California. 
 
 
Keep the Roadless Rule! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William McMillen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: McMillin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don McMillin and I live in Lynnwood, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don McMillin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joan 
Last name: mcmllen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, joan mcmllen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: McMorrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Philip McMorrow and I live in Agoura Hills, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Philip McMorrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evelyn 
Last name: McMullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Evelyn McMullen and I live in Montgomery, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Evelyn McMullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: McMullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gail McMullen and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gail McMullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: McMullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn McMullen and I live in Vallejo, California. 
 
do NOT repeal the " once in , always in " policy of the EPA . EVERYONE must do their part - ESPECIALLY big 
corporations - to keep our air clean ! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marilyn McMullen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Finn 
Last name: Mcmullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5193 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a member of the younger generation of outdoor enthusiasts I have made plans to visit many of the natural 
wonders our country has to offer. Tongass National Forest is at the top of my list, as a fly fisherman the 
Tongass presents an incredibly unique and diverse experience that I would like to one day experience. If 
protections like the Roadless Rule are removed I fear I will not be able to experience it as it is meant to be 
experienced. More importantly though is the damage to the ecosystem and wildlife that call the area home, I 
could care less if I got to see the tongass for what it is as long as I know that it continues to be safeguarded 
against development and the destruction that will follow once roads are cut and swaths of forest are cleared. I 
beg that you reconsider your decision, not only for me and my generation but for the sake of one of the last 
truly thriving forests. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Finn Mcmullin 
 
Taos, NM 87571 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McMullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McMullin and I live in Springfield, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McMullin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: McMullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Trees are the best and most efficient way to mitigate the massive imbalance of carbon in the atmosphere...but 
you know that, don't you. You want to log the Tongass anyway. Why? $$$$ 
 
You all should be ashamed of yourselves. Our kids and grandkids won't have a habitable planet to live on 
unless the US government LEADS on mitigation of climate change. Do you have kids? If you do, do you care 
about them? Sure doesn't seem like it. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: McMullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William McMullin and I live in Oak Park, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William McMullin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Britt 
Last name: McMurray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Britt McMurray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: McMurray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Hello, 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on 
the Tongass National Forest. For your kids, their kids, and future generations. 
 
I can't believe that yet again our gov. is after the TONGASS old growth forest. Last time the logs went to japan 
to be sunk in saltwater to preserve for future use- the ligs didnt even go to usa for use by Americans. Soon 
there won't be Tongass or any old growth left for our grandchildren because of GREED. 
 
We need old growth forest. Not only are there "logs" but a living ecosystem on its canopy and another living 
biome among its root system...and once you strip that, then we have no good source for replenishing needed 
rare living treasures for future forests and people-generations-- so dumb to go after the TONGASS again and 
again. 
 
The Roadless Rule protects old-growth forest for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and Northern 
Goshawk, as well as for mammals (does our gov CARE??). Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads 
DESTROYS the the big old growth trees that these animals rely on. 
 
We need ancient forests - they are more valuable as carbon processors than sold as logs. The Tongass is one 
of world's largest. Why is gov going after TONGASS in usa .....world will lose the Amazon forest by 2021 (it 
reaches a critical point where it cannot generate enough of its rain fall) ...even the Siberian forests have been 
burning. It is desperately sad. Can't we protect what remains in the United States ?? 
 
Whereas many countries are working to plant a wall of trees across entire length of the Sahara desert, and u.k. 
is replanting the forests that were stripped for fuel for centuries in the highlands...what is USA doing? Not 
protecting TONGASS or i wouldnt have to be writing this. I am so sick of our government trying to give 
commercial access to lands meant for our children and grandchildren. Soon there will be nothing left and that 
goes against what forestry mgt is all about. 
 
It is ridiculous that all the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow MORE 
roadbuilding (ie logging) inside the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of 
millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment to taxpayers. The TONGASS is 
supposed to be HELD IN TRUST for our grandchildren but this action would sell it for short term profit (like 
spending investment capital rather than passive income...it is plain dumb) 
 
Meanwhile, the logging activities destroy rain catchment, affect forests' relation with salmon spawning and 
maturation, hurts micro biome we are just now beginning to see value in, wildlife watching/tourism and climate 
carbon sink. Logging the TONGASS is just plain stupid. 
 
We have already logged every old growth forest in USA and destroyed the insects/spil microbes/ fungi and 
medicinal wealth that was in these (examples:the Indiana limberlost forest. The hardwood forests of Appalachia 
and Mivhigan and so on...) until we do not have anything left for our grandkids to see to let them know what 
real mature forests and their supported- life looks like and can give us. 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on 
the Tongass National Forest. For your kids, their kids, and future generations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Heather McMurray 
 
El Paso, TX 79912 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: jill 
Last name: mcmurray 
Organization: S E A S T A R Entertainment 
Title:  
Comments: 
My Mother, aunts and uncle and grandparents lived at Tree Point Lighthouse during the Great Depression. The 
moss covered and tree filled forests surrounding the area was their sanctuary of joy. Please save the beauty of 
these living trees so that generations of the road less traveled trekkers may continue to find peace in Nature. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: McCain 
Last name: McMurray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5093 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I spent two weeks paddling and fishing roadless parts of Chichagof Island years ago. It's the only place I've 
been where nature felt like it was on equal footing with us humans. I believe roads in the Tongass would 
destroy that rare quality. I plan on returning to the Tongass and spending my money there as a tourist..if there 
are still areas that haven't been destroyed by short-sighted resource extraction. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
McCain McMurray 
 
Golden, CO 80401 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vickie 
Last name: McMurray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vickie McMurray and I live in Clearfield, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Bottom line: No clean water=No life of any kind! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vickie McMurray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McMurtrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James McMurtrey and I live in Carrollton, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James McMurtrey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: McMurtrie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claire McMurtrie and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claire McMurtrie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: Mcmurtry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not open up the south east Alaska land for logging 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cindi 
Last name: McNabb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindi McNabb and I live in Sequim, Washington. 
 
I am sick of this administration's continued assault on our lands, our wildlife, and our safety...all for the profit of 
a few! STOP the rape of the Tongass! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cindi McNabb 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Mcnabb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Mcnabb and I live in Bellevue, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Mcnabb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianna 
Last name: McNair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dianna McNair and I live in Rancho Cucamonga, California. 
 
 
Take a stand against corporate profits and protect our national forests for future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dianna McNair 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: McNair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeff McNair and I live in Norcross, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeff McNair 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McNair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McNair and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McNair 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosalee 
Last name: McNair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosalee McNair and I live in Neptune City, New Jersey. 
 
forests are a huge help in fighting climate crisis. We should be growing more, not giving handouts to the fossil 
fuel industry! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rosalee McNair 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marianne 
Last name: McNallen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marianne McNallen and I live in Norwich, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marianne McNallen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chrissy 
Last name: McNally 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6361 
 
The Roadless Rule was put in place with significant public support. Many have benefited from th is protection, 
but only a few will benefit from its removal. Any *benefits[text in quotes from emphasis]* experienced by 
removing the RR will be temporary in anture and breifly enrich a few. The livlihood or SE Alaska is one of 
subsistence, recreation and sence of place. Protecting the Tongass protects people & habitats for generations. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: McNally 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sue McNally and I live in Hopatcong, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sue McNally 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anita McNamara and I live in Marana, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anita McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara McNamara and I live in Joppa, Maryland. 
 
These precious lands and natural resources belong to all of us, and they do NOT belong to the for-profit 
corporate interests whose only goal is to make huge profits at the greater expense of our beautiful planet. We 
must protect our valuable resources. Once they're gone, they're gone, and this further impacts the ability of our 
planet to sustain itself, our home, your home!! Do the right thing. Leave the Tongass National Forest alone!!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara McNamara 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brendan 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization: Global Earth Repair Foundation 
Title:  
Comments: 
As the ecosystem continues to deteriorate globally, we need whatever standing woods remain to stay pristine. 
These are the sponges of our planet and we need them intact. This is a "road" into resource exploitation where 
public eyes can't see. As ecosystem regeneration is the best solution we can see so far to reverse the forces of 
global desertification and climate catastrophe, it's critical to preserve these forests. This puts populations of 
wildlife and indigenous people at risk as well - the wild parts of this planet are precious. USDA should think 
about regenerating the land in our use instead of turning to prospecting the wild regions and the public 
commons. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine McNamara and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia McNamara and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cynthia McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dr. 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Dr. Vicki and Mike] [McNamara and I live in [Portland], [Oregon]. 
EVERYONE deserves pure water and food.  Not man's chemical interference. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dr. McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:24:32 PM 
First name: Karla 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Karla C McNamara 
Baden, PA 15005 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karla 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karla McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karla 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karla McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon McNamara and I live in Branford, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon McNamara and I live in Yardley, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon McNamara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: McNamara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenna 
Last name: McNamee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brenna McNamee and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brenna McNamee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenna 
Last name: McNamee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenna McNamee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenna 
Last name: McNamee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenna McNamee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: McNaughton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nick McNaughton and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a vital treasure that should be preserved as it is. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nick McNaughton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: McNaul 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: McNay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda McNay and I live in Quincy, Illinois. 
 
 
Keeping our forests is the best way to slow the Climate Crisis. Protect the Tongass! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda McNay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: McNeal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah McNeal and I live in Charlotte, North Carolina. 
 
We cannot be a country that regards corporations over the health and welfare of its people. Polluting the 
environment with toxic methane will prove to be a complete disaster. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely,Sarah J. McNeal 
 
Regards, Sarah McNeal 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: Mcneal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shirley Mcneal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: McNeal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shirley McNeal and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
Let California continue to lead the way forward! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shirley McNeal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: Mcneal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shirley Mcneal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: steve 
Last name: mcneece 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is steve mcneece and I live in Stockton, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, steve mcneece 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: McNeeley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pat McNeeley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gene 
Last name: McNeely 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gene McNeely 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: McNeely 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tom McNeely and I live in Bellingham, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tom McNeely 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: McNeen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC37 
 
Hi- I've lived in Alaska since 1978. Please choose the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. A specific Alaskan 
Roadless Rule would allow new logging roads + old-growth clearcutting. Please also extend the comment 
perod from 60 to 120 days- Alaskans are very busy in the summer- Thanks [illegible] [illegible]. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: McNeil 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lindsey Mcneil and I live in Chicago, IL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care about the Tongass National Forest, the fate of this planet and all of it's inhabitants. The continued 
destruction of old growth forests and necessary ecosystems is unnecessary. The harm that eliminating the 
protection that the Roadless Rule provides far outweighs the benefit. If we can look past the immediate future, 
financial greed by few, and consider this decision in the grand vision of life on Earth, it is easy to see that 
saving our forests is saving our lives. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McNeil 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.We need to stop the constant attacks on our 
environment.  
Regards, Robert McNeil 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robyn 
Last name: McNeil 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC868 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: McNeil 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherry McNeil and I live in Butler, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Im proud of what you are doing.  Keep up the good work. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sherry McNeil 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clyde 
Last name: Mcneill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Clyde Mcneill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clyde 
Last name: Mcneill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Clyde Mcneill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: McNeill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am sickened by the prospect of allowing any protected lands to be utilized and destroyed for profit. The future 
of our world depends on old growth forest preservation. The public deserves a future where land that is best 
utilized as Forest should remain Forest. The felling of these trees only serves for profit. Our nation does not 
need logging money., As we request other nations to preserve forested lands we need to do the same. Alaska 
is our refuge for this and or reserve for the future. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: McNeill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gerald McNeill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: McNeill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie McNeill and I live in Angleton, Texas. 
 
A this time, when we are facing a climate catastrophe with multiple causes, among them not only deforestation 
(as in clear-cutting of trees) but also a severe loss of biodiversity, please do not consider opening the Tongass 
Forest to the timber industry. Think about your children and grandchildren and their grandchildren and the 
world we will leave them to inhabit. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Laurie McNeill 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Mcneirney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Mcneirney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: McNelis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I object. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Perin 
Last name: McNelis 
Organization: Borderland Restoration Network 
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not exempt Tongass from protective measures. Please continue to respect the Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule and do not leave this priceless habitat and carbon sink vulnerable to ANY extractive 
industries. What happens to public lands need to remain in the hands of the public, and non-human lives need 
to be valued and protected whether or not they have economic value. The value of the Tongass National Forest 
lies in it's rich diversity of species, and it's ability to offset carbon emissions, which the world and all of humanity 
need now more than ever. Destruction for short lived economic gain is not worth the long term effects. Please 
do not exempt Tongass from the Roadless Area Conservation Rule! Please do not open up this national forest 
to any logging, mining, or other extractive industries! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terence 
Last name: Mcnelis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Terence Mcnelis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kale 
Last name: McNevin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC95 
 
I work in tourism & the pristine forest is what draws people to visit & recreate in Haines & SE Alaska. 
 
I want to keep the Tongass Roadless!! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: McNevin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern, 
 
 
 
I am in strong favor of keeping our Tongass National Forest under the Roadless Rule Protection. I am an 
Alaskan and employed in the tourism industry. It is vital to my livelihood that Southeast Alaska remain a pristine 
wilderness with healthy ecosystems. It is also my personal belief that we must do everything we can to project 
the largest intact temperate rainforest we have left in the world. In a time where climate change is affecting 
Alaska faster than any other state in the U.S., we need our trees to capture carbon and help us reverse global 
warming. 
 
 
 
I urge you to consider what is best for the planet, not just what is best for a few industries. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Kate McNevin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Betty 
Last name: McNiel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose your proposed rollback of the important Roadless Rule to allow companies to carve roads 
into pristine roadless areas of the Tongass. 
 
The Tongass is crucial for protecting our climate. This is a time when parts of Alaska are warming at about 
twice the rate of the average speed around the planet.These wildlands absorb massive amounts of carbon, and 
nothing else can match or replace this carbon absorption capacity. Protecting the Tongass is necessary for 
protecting the future of our children. 
 
Among the proposed alternatives, I support only Alternative 1, maintaining the 2001 Roadless Rule. The 
Tongass should be protected! 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nina 
Last name: Mcnitzky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nina Mcnitzky and I live in Redwood City, California. 
 
We need to prove to smaller states and smaller countries that a large economy like Cali can thrive and still 
protect the environment by investing in future focused industries (not going backwards). 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nina Mcnitzky 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Mcnolty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Representative: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joseph Mcnolty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: McNulty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen McNulty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: McNulty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen McNulty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kaye 
Last name: McNulty 
Organization: Ace Enterprises 
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Sirs/madames, 
 
I very seldom write concerning issues, but I feel this is very important. I urge you to uphold the Roadless Rule 
and conserve key areas of the Tongass, including the highest quality salmon-producing watersheds within the 
Tongass. 
 
Once these treasured areas are decimated. it will never be the same. We have learned many times over the 
years that logging old-growth and temperate rain forest is not good for the environment or for society. 
 
Please do not log these areas. We do not have many areas left that are protected. Save these for future 
generations. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Mcnurney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mara 
Last name: McPartland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
 
 
I am a research scientist studying Alaska's boreal forests. I am writing to oppose the exemption of the Tongass 
National Forest from the Roadless Rule. As the world's largest intact temperate rainforest, the Tongass is of 
global significance. It is crucial habitat for rare and endangered species, and serves as an important sink for 
atmospheric carbon dioxide. Deforestation is the current greatest threat to global biodiversity. Deforestation 
also decreases the ability of terrestrial ecosystems to mitigate the effects of human-caused climate change by 
removing carbon from fossil fuels from the atmosphere. 
 
 
 
Removing roadless protections from the Tongass and thereby opening this unique ecosystem up to logging 
would further jeopardize the Earth's climate stability and biodiversity, and would be evidence of the 
administration's 
 
prioritization of private interests over the public good. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Mara Y. McPartland 
 
PhD Candidate 
 
University of Minnesota Department of Geography, Environment & Society 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: McPeek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob McPeek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McPeek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John McPeek and I live in Duluth, Georgia. 
 
 
Get treatment for that insane fear of wilderness! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John McPeek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: McPeek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John McPeek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Mcphee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5813 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: McPherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Annie McPherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: McPherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Annie McPherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: McPherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy McPherson and I live in North Royalton, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy McPherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: McPherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy McPherson and I live in North Royalton, Ohio. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy McPherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: ELIZABETH 
Last name: MCPHERSON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ELIZABETH MCPHERSON and I live in Lowell, Massachusetts. 
 
This area must never, ever be damaged. It is a critical part of climate change, also a breeding ground for many 
species. For the love of God, do not sell it out to corporations. There is no place on earth like it and must be 
protected forever!!!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, ELIZABETH MCPHERSON 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mcpherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mcpherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erica 
Last name: Mcpherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erica Mcpherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: McPherson 
Organization: Thought Delivery Systems, Inc. 
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment on Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Alternative to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Attached are Public Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Alternative to a Proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
Kind Regards, 
 
 
 
James McPherson 
 
Strategy &amp; Operations 
 
Thought Delivery Systems, Inc. 
 
james@thoughtdelivery.com 
 
(o) 202-223-2003 
 
(m) 336-266-4960 
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Before the  

United States Forest Service 

Washington, DC 

 

 

 

COMMENTS  

of the 

ARCHANGEL ANCIENT TREE ARCHIVE 

 
 

SPECIAL AREAS; ROADLESS AREA CONSERVATION; NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM LANDS 

IN ALASKA (RIN 0596-AD37) (36 CFR PART 294) 

 

 

The Archangel Ancient Tree Archive (AATA)1 hereby responds to the Forest Service’s request 

for comment in the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) regarding the Tongass National 

Forest.2  

 

“The United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) is proposing to exempt the Tongass 

National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, which prohibits tree harvest 

and road construction/ reconstruction within inventoried roadless areas with certain limited 

exceptions. In addition, the proposed rule would provide an administrative procedure for 

correcting and modifying inventoried roadless area boundaries on the Chugach National Forest. 

The USDA invites written comments on the proposed rule and the draft environmental impact 

statement (DEIS). The proposed rule would not directly authorize any ground-disturbing 

activities.”3 

 

I.  SUMMARY 
 

Lumber is no longer the primary product of old growth forests.   

 

Economic measures now validate that multiple other services that old growth trees provide far 

outweigh the short-term value of lumbering or mineral and fossil fuel extraction.  In other words, 

lumbering, or extracting minerals or fossil fuels at the cost of destroying old growth trees no 

 
1 The Archangel Ancient Tree Archive (AATA) locates the world’s oldest and largest trees of the most ecologically 

important species and propagates saplings and seedlings from those trees. Once it has archived that living DNA, 

AATA responsibly reforests with those saplings and seedlings and educates others how to do the same. 

Reforestation occurs using multiple Champion Trees as source material and then limiting the use of saplings from 

that material to 10% or less of the material planted.  Seedlings and other flora are introduced in order to avoid 

monoculture and to promote plant and animal diversity as part of sustainable old growth habitat restoration.  See:  

www.AncientTreeArchive.org  
2 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in 

Alaska (RIN 0596-AD37; Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, 36 CFR Part 294) Federal Register, Volume 

84, No. 201, page 55522 (published October 17, 2019).  
3 ID at page 55522. 

http://www.ancienttreearchive.org/
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longer reaches the provable economic value to justify the degradation of a much more valuable 

and exceedingly difficult to replace economic resource, the intact old growth forest. 

 

Old growth forests represent a measurably miniscule portion of the nation’s forests.  Old growth 

acreage trends continue in relentless decline.  At the same time, the economic value of old 

growth forests has risen precipitously.   

 

It would be arbitrary and capricious to allow any further erosion of that high value acreage, 

especially for exceedingly low economic value activities. 

 

The statutory mission of the U.S. Forest Service requires ensuring the health of national forest 

assets and avoiding their needless waste or destruction, especially when (i) substantially similar 

lumber and materials can be sourced from new growth or recycled sources, and (ii) Tongass area 

lumber industry personnel can be trained to expand higher value old growth resources. 

 

In fact, old growth forests are now an apex resource whose decline must be arrested and whose 

footprint must be expanded, as the Forest Service mission requires. 

 

II. FORESTRY SERVICE OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE ADMINISTRATIVES 

PROCEDURES ACT 
 

The mission of the USDA Forest Service is to sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of 

the Nation’s forests and grasslands to meet the needs of present and future generations.4   

 

AATA simply asks that the Forestry Service carefully weigh the information provided herein. 

 

The Administrative Procedures Act (APA) was enacted in 1946 (60 Stat. 237, 5 U.S.C.A.).  It 

governs the rulemaking processes before federal administrative agencies, such as the Forest 

Service. 

 

Information duly filed in a federal agency rulemaking proceeding bears the presumption that 

such information will be reviewed, assessed and considered in good faith and within generally 

accepted scientific and administration standards.   In other words, a decision is arbitrary and 

capricious if, "the agency has relied on factors which Congress has not intended it to consider, 

entirely failed to consider an important aspect of the problem, [or] offered an explanation for its 

decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency." Miccosukee Tribe, 566 F.3d at 

 
4 “Our Mission:  To sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of the Nation’s forests and grasslands to meet the 

needs of present and future generations.  At the heart of our agency’s mission is our purpose—the ultimate answer to 

why we do what we do. Everything we do—across our broad and diverse agency—is intended to help sustain forests 

and grasslands for present and future generations. Why? Because our stewardship work supports nature in sustaining 

life. This is the purpose that drives our agency’s mission and motivates our work across the agency. It’s been there 

from our agency’s very beginning, and it still drives us.  To advance our mission and serve our purpose, we balance 

the short and long-term needs of people and nature by— Working in collaboration with communities and our 

partners; Providing access to resources and experiences that promote economic, ecological, and social vitality; and 

Connecting people to the land and one another. Delivering world-class science, technology and land management.  

This is our value: what the Forest Service uniquely has to offer.”  https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency  

https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency
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1264 (quoting Ala.-Tombigbee Rivers Coal. v. Kempthorne, 477 F.3d 1250, 1254 (11th Cir. 

2007)). High Point, LLLP v. National Park Service, (11th Cir. 2017) 

 

 

III. OLD GROWTH FOREST METRICS & FEDERALLY IMPACTED LANDS 
 

Old growth forests have been in rapid decline for decades and decades.5   

 

Over 95% of the United States’ original old growth forests have been destroyed.6 

 

AATA has developed a version 1.0 Atlas of old growth Champion Trees of some of most 

ecologically important species, both in the U.S. and globally.    

 

There are 2.3 billion acres of land in the U.S.  The federal government surface lands cover nearly 

650 million of those acres.7  However, when subsurface rights and ownership and excavation and 

extraction are included, the impact on the surface reaches well beyond the 650 million surface 

acres. 8  Nationally, the Forest Service manages 193 million surface acres.    

 

5 For example, see:  Bolsinger, Charles L.; Waddell, Karen L. 1993. Area of old-growth forests in California, 

Oregon, and Washington. (Resour. Bull. PNW-RB-197). Portland, OR: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest 

Service, Pacific Northwest Research Station, at page 26 . Between 1945 and 1993, the area of old-growth forests in 

California, Oregon, and Washington declined by 3/5ths from roughly 63 million acres to 10 million acres. 

https://www.fs.fed.us/r5/rsl/publications/oldgrowth/old-growth-ca-or-wa.pdf   

That decline has continued to the present day, and the Tongass old growth stands have not grown, but have 

continually been reduced.  See generally, “Trees older than America: a primeval Alaskan forest is at risk in the 

Trump era: Tongass is the world’s largest intact temperate rainforest, with trees more than 1,000 years old. But a 

pro-logging effort could uproot them,” by Brendan Jones in Sitka, Alaska, The Guardian (March 22, 2018).   

 https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2018/mar/22/alaska-tongass-forest-at-risk-logging-trump   
6 See generally, The Man Who Planted Trees: A Story of Lost Groves, The Science of Trees, and a Plan to Save the 

Planet, by New York Times science writer, Jim Robbins © 2012, with afterwards © 2015.  
7 "The federal government owns about 640 million acres of land in the United States, about 28% of the total land 

area of 2.27 billion acres.[3][4] The majority of federal lands (610.1 million acres in 2015) are administered by the 

Bureau of Land Management (BLM), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), National Park Service (NPS), or U.S. 

Forest Service (FS). BLM, FWS, and NPS are part of the U.S. Department of the Interior, while the Forest Service is 

part of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. An additional 11.4 million acres of land (about 2% of all federal land) is 

owned by the U.S. Department of Defense (DOD).[4] The majority of federal lands are located in Alaska and the 

Western states.[4]"  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_lands  
8 Federal Land Ownership: Overview and Data Updated March 3, 2017.  Congressional Research Service.  

  https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R42346 

https://www.fs.fed.us/r5/rsl/publications/oldgrowth/old-growth-ca-or-wa.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/profile/brendan-jones
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2018/mar/22/alaska-tongass-forest-at-risk-logging-trump
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_lands
https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R42346
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Federal land holdings have been recently reduced by about 25 million acres.  Over 21 million of 

those acres were in Alaska. 9   Alaskan federal lands are managed by a variety of agencies. 10 

 

Only scattered pockets of original old growth forests remain intact in the U.S.  The Tongass 

contains some of those rare remaining original and intact old growth forests. 

  

 
9 ID at p.16.   Federal land holding declines lead by sharp declines in U.S. Government holdings of lands in Alaska. 

Table 3. Change in Federal Acreage Since 1990, by Agency. 1990 2000 2010 2015 Change 1990-2015. % Change 

Since 1990. BLM 272,029,418 264,398,133 247,859,076 248,345,551 -23,683,867 -8.7% FS 191,367,364 

192,355,099 192,880,840 192,893,317 1,525,953 0.8% FWS 86,822,107 88,225,669 88,948,699 89,092,711 

2,270,604 2.6% NPS 76,133,510 77,931,021 79,691,484 79,773,772 3,640,262 4.8% DOD 20,501,315 24,052,268 

19,421,540 11,368,434 -9,132,881 -44.5% U.S. Total 646,853,714 646,962,190 628,801,839 621,473,785 -

25,379,929 -3.9%  

Sources: See sources listed Table 2. Notes: See notes for Table 1. Also, DOD figures for the years indicated were 

not readily available. Rather, the DOD figures for the four columns were derived respectively from the FY1989 

Base Structure Report (published in February 1988), the FY1999 Base Structure Report (with data as of September 

30, 1999), the FY2010 Base Structure Report (with data as of September 30, 2009), and the FY2015 Base Structure 

Report (with data as of September 30, 2014). The total federal acreage decline (shown in Table 3) is a composite of 

various decreases in acreage in 15 states and increases in acreage in 36 states (including the District of Columbia). 

However, a reduction in federal lands in Alaska was a major reason for the total decline in federal lands since 1990. 

As shown in Table 4, federal land declined in Alaska by 21.5 million acres (8.8%) between 1990 and 2015. This 

decline in Alaska is largely the result of the disposal of BLM land, under law, to the State of Alaska, Alaska Natives, 

and Alaska Native Corporations. Federal land also decreased in the 11 contiguous western states, by 6.6 million 

acres (1.9%). Reflected in this overall decline are reductions for 4 of the 11 states, with decreases of 6.3 million 

acres in Arizona, 4.1 million acres in Nevada,38 and smaller decreases in Utah and California. Seven of the 11 states 

had varying increases, with the largest being 2.8 million acres in New Mexico. Outside Alaska and the other western 

states, federal land increased by 2.8 million acres (6.1%). This increase was not uniform, with declines in some 

states and varying increases (in acreages and percentage) in others. 
10 ID at Figure 3, p.15:  Figure 3. Federal Lands in Alaska and Hawaii Managed by Five Agencies.  Source: Map 

boundaries and information generated by CRS using federal lands GIS data from the National Atlas, 2005, and an 

ESRI USA Base Map. Note: Hawaii scale 1:8,000,000. Alaska scale 1:20,000,000. Also, the map may reflect a 

broader definition of DOD land than shown in the data in Table 2. 
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IV. KEY QUESTIONS 
 

Key questions must be answered prior to proceeding with a decision.  Material questions within 

the Forest Service’s mandate and inextricably intertwined with both the instant Notice of 

Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM), and the draft environmental impact statement (DEIS), include 

and are not limited to: 

 

1. Refreshed & Detailed Maps:  How many old growth trees of each species are in the 

Tongass?  Have they been individually mapped using non-invasive technologies now 

available?  If so, what are the results of such mapping? 

2. Tongass Champion Tree Inventory & Survey:  Where are the oldest and largest trees of 

each species and subspecies in the Tongass? How many are champions in Alaska, 

regionally, nationally and globally of their species or subspecies?   

3. Genetic preservation across all sectors:  Have the Tongass’ old growth tree species and 

subspecies’—especially the champions’-- genetics been assessed and preserved?  How 

many pharmaceutical opportunity assessments have been made of each species and 

subspecies?   

4. Carbon sequestration and oxygen conversion using best-in-class metrics:  What are the 

surveyed carbon sequestration metrics for each individual acre in the Tongass?  What are 

the carbon dioxide to oxygen conversion volumes surveyed for each acre?  What are the 

sequestration and oxygen conversion metrics for the Tongass’s oldest and largest trees, 

and have those metrics been readied for publication and peer review?  How many U.S. 

citizens’ total carbon usage is offset by the current old growth forests within the Tongass?   

If this information is currently unavailable, what is the plan to obtain such information 

prior to approving any next steps regarding the diminution or expansion of the Tongass’ 

old growth acreage? 

5. Aerosol, pheromone, and chemical inventory & research institution and market-based 

valuations:   What aerosols, pheromones, and chemicals do the oldest and largest trees of 

each species and subspecies of tree in the Tongass produce?  Have those products been 

inventoried and stored and made available and their characteristics published for peer 

review study?  Have their economic values been assessed through peer-reviewed 

journals?  Does the Forest Service have a method for distinguishing and preserving these 

products by region and corridor within the Tongass?  If so, how many regions and 

corridors have been establishing within the Tongass for each species and subspecies of 

old growth tree? 

6. Ancient Tree Preservation & Replacement Plan:  If an 800-year old or older tree, grove or 

forest is destroyed by man with the permission of the Forest Service, can it be simply 

replaced? 

7. Macro & Micro Entomological, Avian, Reptilian, Amphibian and Mammalian Impacts:  

What are the macro and micro entomological, avian, reptilian, amphibian and mammalian 

impacts due to old growth deforestation that has already occurred globally, in North 

America, in Alaska and in the Tongass?  If those impacts have not been assessed using 
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currently available methods, when will those impacts be made available?  How will they 

be submitted for peer review?   What are the impacts if the current extreme deforestations 

are simply halted but no material efforts are made to restore and expand old growth 

forests?  What are the impacts if old growth forests are allowed to continue to be 

reduced? 

8. Old Growth Forest Acreage by Species:  What does the archeological and documentary 

record show as the amount of acreage for each major tree species globally, in North 

America, in Alaska and in the Tongass as of 10,000 years ago?  1,000 years ago?  250 

years ago?  100 years ago?  50 years ago?  25 years ago?  10 years ago?  1 year ago?  If 

these studies have been produced have they been made available for peer review?  Have 

they distinguished between old growth, second growth, third growth and subsequent 

growth stands?  If these materials have not been produced, or not been refreshed using 

currently available standards, what is the schedule and plan for producing this 

information prior to any decision concerning potential future interdiction into old growth 

forests? 

9. Transition of Old Growth Forest Economies:  What industries and other manmade 

activities have destroyed old growth trees over the last 10,000 years?  1,000 years?  250 

years?  100 years?  50 years?  25 years?  10 years? 1 year?  What is the plan to transition 

those industries and manmade activities from low or negative-value to high value 

activities that arrest old growth forest destruction and instead restore old growth forests?  

What incentives are being put in place for industries?  How is the U.S. preparing for a 

global leadership role in these newly emerged economies? 
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V. KEY DATA 
 

Image:  Old Growth Trees in Tongass 

 

SOURCE:https://ak.audubon.org/sites/default/files/styles/bean_wysiwyg_full_width/public/tongass_big_trees_phot

os.jpg?itok=0zPi0dT1 
 

The forest lands contain ample untapped and measurable resources.  According to the U.S. 

Department of Agriculture: “It is proposed that one large tree can provide a day’s supply of 

oxygen for up to four people.”11 

 
Old growth trees in the Tongass will provide much larger carbon dioxide to oxygen conversion 

volumes than smaller mature trees.  

 

A single mature old growth tree (such as a Champion Spruce, Hemlock or Cedar, let alone a  

Coast Redwood) can offset the lifetime carbon usage of a human being.12  Some champion trees 

 
11 Stancil, Joanna Mounce. The Power of One Tree - The Very Air We Breathe. U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

March 17, 2015.  https://www.usda.gov/media/blog/2015/03/17/power-one-tree-very-air-we-breathe  
12 "Mean net annual oxygen production (after accounting for decomposition) per hectare of trees (100% tree canopy) 

offsets oxygen consumption of 19 people per year (8 people per acre of tree cover), but ranges from nine people per 

hectare of canopy cover (4 people/ac cover) in Minneapolis, Minnesota, to 28 people/ha cover (12 people/ac cover) 

in Calgary, Alberta."   

https://ak.audubon.org/sites/default/files/styles/bean_wysiwyg_full_width/public/tongass_big_trees_photos.jpg?itok=0zPi0dT1
https://ak.audubon.org/sites/default/files/styles/bean_wysiwyg_full_width/public/tongass_big_trees_photos.jpg?itok=0zPi0dT1
https://www.usda.gov/media/blog/2015/03/17/power-one-tree-very-air-we-breathe
https://www.usda.gov/media/blog/2015/03/17/power-one-tree-very-air-we-breathe
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can sequester over 1200 tons of wet weight carbon (or 400 tons dry weight).  Moreover, for each 

ton of carbon sequestered, the tree can process 3.6 tons of carbon dioxide into oxygen. 

 

Trees, especially the larger and longer-lived old growth trees, measurably act as the earth’s lungs 

and filter impurities out of the soil, air and water.13 

 

Old growth forests have been found to be instrumental economic and environmental foundation 

stones for the spawning ground ‘strongholds’ that host valuable flows of sustainably sourced 

salmon.  The long-term value of that sustainably sourced salmon raised among the  

shores of old-growth forests was found to outweigh the short-term value of a timber cut, or the 

damage caused by roadways or pipelines.14  In fact, economic decisions were made to keep old 

growth forests intact precisely to preserve such strongholds.   

 

Dr. William Libby, a professor emeritus of forestry and genetics at the University of California, 

Berkeley, has stated that it is “embarrassing how little we know” about tree genetics and 

forests.15  It is well-established that it is extremely damaging to forests, and the surrounding 

sensitively interconnected rhizosphere, by introducing roads and logging. 

 

Rhizosphere scientists continue to uncover astonishing aspects of old growth forests, and the 

manifold services they provide.  However, the extensive body of knowledge is still very limited 

compared to the matters that still require study.16  

 

Old growth forests like the Tongass cannot be replaced without over 800 years of untrammeled 

growth in a pristine environment. 

 

Why would it make economic sense to destroy the ancient DNA, the geocoding, the carbon 

services, the sustainably sourced protein services, the pharmaceutical services, the air, water and 

soil filtration services and so many other services that these last remaining forests provide, 

especially without first conducting thorough studies and inventories of all their assets and 

services and then assessing peer-reviewed economic values to those assets and services?  

 

Reportedly the Tongass old growth forest may assist in temporarily sustaining Viking Lumber 

with 34 lumbering jobs while it cuts down old growth and other growths.  In order to do what?  

Reportedly to make door jams and sell wood to China.17  At what actual cost?  The value in 

carbon services alone far outweighs the short-term values of the proposed sale of the old-growth 

lumber.  Many of the old growth trees in the Tongass represent the total carbon usage of a human 

being throughout their lifetime.  One tree = a lifetime carbon offset for one human. 

 
13  See generally, The Man Who Planted Trees. 
14 Stronghold: One Man's Quest to Save the World's Wild Salmon by Tucker Malarky. Random House. © 2019 
15 The Man Who Planted Trees at p.95. 
16 See, for example: 2020 Rhizosphere: Engineering for Sustainable Agriculture Conference plan, 

https://waset.org/rhizosphere-engineering-for-sustainable-agriculture-conference-in-july-2020-in-berlin 
17 “Trees older than America: a primeval Alaskan forest is at risk in the Trump era: Tongass is the world’s largest 

intact temperate rainforest, with trees more than 1,000 years old. But a pro-logging effort could uproot them,” by 

Brendan Jones in Sitka, Alaska, The Guardian (March 22, 2018).   

 https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2018/mar/22/alaska-tongass-forest-at-risk-logging-trump   

https://waset.org/rhizosphere-engineering-for-sustainable-agriculture-conference-in-july-2020-in-berlin
https://www.theguardian.com/profile/brendan-jones
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2018/mar/22/alaska-tongass-forest-at-risk-logging-trump
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Human Carbon Dioxide Metrics 

SOURCE: Thought Delivery Systems, Inc. 

 

Thus, it is time to provide Viking and other lumbering and old growth impacting resource 

extraction organizations the opportunity to retool their services in order to plant, expand and 

maintain old growth forests. 

 

The health care sector has a role to play in assessing old growth and newer growth forests. 

The anti-cancer drug Taxol is derived from the Pacific yew tree.18  Aspirin is derived from the 

willow tree.19  A mature chestnut tree can provide enough food to sustain a family of four for a 

year.20  There is no evidence that the old growth forests of the Tongass, let alone the U.S., have  

been assessed using state-of-the-art metrics, for their pharmaceutical value. 

 

 

VI. OLD GROWTH PROPAGATION, ARCHIVING AND REFORESTATION 

IS POSSIBLE AND UNDERWAY 
 

AATA locates the world’s oldest and largest trees of the most ecologically important species and 

propagates saplings and seedlings from those trees, archives the living DNA, and then reforests 

with those saplings and seedlings.  It has the largest known living archive of champion trees.  

AATA also provides education to others about how to replicate its methods.21 

 
18 “The Pacific yew in North America provided the natural molecule that has since been synthesized, and is under 

the brand name Taxol, a powerful chemotherapeutic used to treat breast, prostate, lung, stomach, head and neck 

cancers.” Id at p.156.   
19   Id.at p. 62.  Aspirin is derived from willow bark.  “Aspirin remains something of a miracle drug.  Beyond head 

and body aches, taken regularly in small amounts it can prevent heart attacks and strokes.”  Studies show that it can 

also play a “powerful role in in preventing mortality from lung, colon, breast, prostate, rectum, and esophageal 

cancer” and also reduce the effects of Alzheimer’s disease. 
20 See generally:  The Global Forest, by Diana Beresford-Kroeger, Viking Press © 2010 

21 Sample information about the AATA mission, processes and projects includes: (i) E360 Digest. “Arborists Have 

Cloned Ancient Redwoods From Their Massive Stumps.” Yale Environment 360. December 27, 2018. 

https://e360.yale.edu/digest/arborists-have-cloned-ancient-redwoods-from-their-massive-stumps ; (ii) Langellier, 

 

Region/Country Average Life 

Span 

Average CO2 generation 

(metric tons/year) 

Total  CO2 (metric 

tons) 

World/Typical 

Global Citizen 

72 5 360 

North America 82 16.4 1344.8 

Afghanistan 62.7 .3 18.81 

Kuwait 74.8 25.8 1929.84 

United 

Kingdom 

80.7 6.5 524.55 

United States 78.6 16.5 1296.9 

https://e360.yale.edu/digest/arborists-have-cloned-ancient-redwoods-from-their-massive-stumps
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 DNA Expedition, Sequoia Crest, CA. November 16, 2018. 

SOURCE: Carl Schlachte 

 
Robert. “Fighting climate change by cloning the world's oldest trees.” The Hill. November 5, 2019. 

https://thehill.com/changing-america/resilience/465444-fighting-climate-change-by-cloning-the-worlds-oldest-trees       

(iii) “Ancient Redwoods Planted in the Presidio, San Francisco.” U.S. National Park Service.  December, 2018. 

https://www.nps.gov/articles/ancient-redwoods-planted-in-the-presidio.htm 

 

https://thehill.com/changing-america/resilience/465444-fighting-climate-change-by-cloning-the-worlds-oldest-trees
https://www.nps.gov/articles/ancient-redwoods-planted-in-the-presidio.htm
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DNA Expedition, Crescent City, CA. May 18, 2019 

SOURCE: Josh Lehrer 
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VII. ECONOMICS & ASSETS OF OLD GROWTH FORESTS 

 

Enough empirical data is in to know that it is economically illiterate to destroy any sections of 

the limited remaining old growth forests, especially if such destruction is in the service of low 

value or net-negative value activities like road or pipeline building in the service of lumbering or 

mineral and fossil fuel extraction.  Carbon sequestration metrics and markets, carbon-to-oxygen 

conversion data, human health research and services, environmental health research and services, 

medical and pharmaceutical and rhizosphere scientific research, and agricultural and ecotourism 

measures all now validate the economic value of intact and undisturbed old growth forests. 

 

As with any high value asset, good stewardship requires that its myriad products and services be 

inventoried and assessed, especially prior to deciding upon any change.  Such surveying and 

inventorying must be thorough, accurate and represent current metrics.   

 

The remaining old growth trees in the Tongass reach 800 to 1,000 years old or older.  The 

Tongass forests contain hemlock, spruce and cedar and other species.  These old growth stands 

need extensive additional study to further understand the economic and other values of the 

products and services they provide.   

 

 

VIII. CONCLUSION 

 

Lumber is no longer the primary product of old growth forests.   

 

Economic measures now validate that multiple other services that trees provide—especially old 

growth trees—far outweigh the short-term value of lumbering or mineral and fossil fuel 

extraction.  In other words, minerals or fossil fuels that exist beneath old growth forests also no 

longer reach the provable economic value to justify the degradation of a much more valuable and 

exceedingly difficult to replace economic resource, the intact forest. 
 
Old growth forests represent a measurably miniscule portion of the nation’s forests.  Old growth 

acreage trends continue in relentless decline.  At the same time, the economic value of old 

growth forests has risen precipitously.   

 

It would be arbitrary and capricious to allow any further erosion of that high value acreage, 

especially for exceedingly low economic value activities. 

 

The statutory mission of the U.S. Forest Service requires ensuring the health of national forest 

assets and avoiding their needless waste or destruction, especially when (i) substantially similar 

lumber and materials can be sourced from new growth or recycled sources, and (ii) Tongass area 

lumber and other resource extraction industry personnel can be trained to derive livelihoods from 

higher value, non-destructive practices that expand old growth resources. 
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Old growth forests are now an apex resource whose decline must be arrested and whose footprint 

must be expanded, as the Forest Service statutory mission requires. 

 

For these reasons, AATA respectfully requests that Forest Service (1) obtain the data necessary 

to create the studies suggested herein, (2) decline any proposed rule changes or projects that 

would further destroy old growth forests in the Tongass, and (3) incorporate these comments as 

its stated policy for forest management. 

 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
 
 

Attorney for: 

 

ARCHANGEL ANCIENT TREE ARCHIVE 

 

Joseph M. Sandri, Esq. 

Board Member 

Archangel Ancient Tree Archive 

8070 Georgia Avenue, Suite 301 

            Silver Spring, MD  20910 

            Tree@ThoughtDelivery.com   

202-223-1028 
 

December 17, 2019 
 
  

mailto:Tree@ThoughtDelivery.com
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EXHIBIT:    FEDERAL LANDS: MAP & TABLE VIEWS 
 
EXHIBIT MAP 1: Federal Lands:  Almost 650 Million Surface-Area Acres, according to U.S. 

Government 
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EXHIBIT MAP 2:  Adding sub-surface rights to surface rights, federal lands in 50 states cover even more 

of the U.S. landscape.  Sub-surface activities can and usually do destroy or disrupt old growth forests and 

life forms (such as salmon) that depend upon them.22  Federal Public land (surface and subsurface) 

includes (i) lands held in trust for First Nations peoples (i.e., Native Americans), which are not generally 

considered federal lands in other contexts, and (ii) Subsurface rights, including and not limited to, 

minerals, fossil fuels, water, helium and other elements. 

  

 
22 Stronghold: One Man's Quest to Save the World's Wild Salmon by Tucker Malarky. Random House. © 2019 



 
 
 
 

17 
 

 

EXHIBIT MAP 3:  U.S. National Forests and Grasslands: 193 Million acres23 

 

 

  

 
23 U.S. Forest Service. By the Numbers, United States Department of Agriculture. https://www.fs.fed.us/about-

agency/newsroom/by-the-numbers 

https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency/newsroom/by-the-numbers
https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency/newsroom/by-the-numbers
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EXHIBIT MAP 4:  Federal lands in Alaska and Hawaii Managed by Five Agencies24 

Source: Map boundaries and information generated by CRS using federal lands GIS data from the National 

Atlas, 2005 and ESRA USA Base Map. 

Note: Hawaii scale 1:8,000,000. Alaska scale 1:20,000,000  

 
24 Federal Land Ownership: Overview and Data Updated March 3, 2017.  Congressional Research Service. 

https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R42346 

https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R42346
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EXHIBIT TABLE:  Change in Federal Acreage Since 1990, by Agency 

 
“However, a reduction in federal lands in Alaska was a major reason for the total decline in 

federal lands since 1990. As shown in Table 4, federal land declined in Alaska by 21.5 million 

acres (8.8%) between 1990 and 2015.”25 

 

 
 

 
25 Federal Land Ownership: Overview and Data Updated March 3, 2017.  Page 16. Congressional Research Service. 

https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R42346 

https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R42346


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mcpherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mcpherson 
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The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mcpherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Mcpherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
The short term logging benefits are superficial and have long-term negative environmental impacts to which the 
Tongass will likely be unable to recover.The risk to the Tongass far surpasses any short term financial reward 
that only benefits the greedy.pm 
 
Regards, Patricia Mcpherson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Mcpherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Mcpherson and I live in Davis, California. 
 
 
Keep the forests pure &amp;amp; sacred &amp;amp; whole. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Mcpherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: McPherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracy McPherson, I live in Jacumba Hot Springs, California 91934 
[Mr. President,] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracy McPherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lauren 
Last name: McPhun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lauren Mcphun and I live in Haines, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I live in the boundary lands of the Tongass. This summer I gave birth to my first child in amongst the thick 
smoke that obscured the Mendenhall glacier from normal view. The eeriness of this event, forever a marker of 
personal change, sticks in my mind as a call to action to protect what can be salvaged from our cultures 
dependence on resource extraction in the brink of climate change. How can we continue to cut some of our last 
stands of old growth in a time of such uncertainty? The Tongass is some of the largest tracks of land left in the 
US, it should be protected and considered a national treasure, as a carbon sink for our nation, a refuge for 
humans whove never experienced the peace of old growth and home to the millions of non human creatures 
who do. You would be short sighted and money driven to change the roadless rule. We are wobbling on a 
daggers edge. What will my daughters life be like in 30 years? Will she be able to subsistence fish as I have? 
Will the salmon keep coming back? We have a responsibility to ensure they do. Please dont change the 
roadless rule in the Tongass. Just dont do it. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 



The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McQuaid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen McQuaid 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McQuaid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen McQuaid 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: McQuaid 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen McQuaid 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: McQuain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie McQuain, I live in New York. As a child I lived in Fairbanks. 
 
STOP selling off assets of the United States, held in common on behalf of the owners--US--to profit 
corporations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to this administration's careless and shortsighted attitude toward our 
common lands and wildlife, including efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) 
in Alaska or elsewhere. This attitude favors for-profit extractive corporations and devalues the principle of 
STEWARDSHIP. These lands and precious wildlife they support are to be held in trust for future generations. 
 
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Julie McQuain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donny 
Last name: McQuary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: McQueen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith McQueen and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
We have been tasked with caring for our planet--not selling it all off. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith McQueen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: McQueen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wm 
Last name: McQuillen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Tongass National Forest is an important piece of old growth timber. It's roadless status maintains it's 
integrity. To continue the pattern of giving up public property for private profit is inevitably destroying our 
heritage. Growing population demands more rather than fewer, primitive areas where people can commune 
with their biological heritage. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Wm. McQuillen 
 
Boise IDAHO 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Wm McQuillen 
 
Boise, ID 83704 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jance 
Last name: McQuillin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jance McQuillin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Don 
Last name: McQuinn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don McQuinn and I live in Burien, Washington. 
 
I will never vote for any Republican or any Republican-sponsored action until this un-American onslaught 
against our country's natural resources stops. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Don McQuinn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: McQuitty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy McQuitty and I live in Morton, Illinois. 
 
I have visited the state of Alaska several times and have seen first hand what the wonderful people of this state 
have to lose if protections are weakened or removed. It is our responsibility to protect this magnificent area for 
many not destroy for a few. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Amy McQuitty 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: MCQuown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorothy MCQuown and I live in Mill Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dorothy MCQuown 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McQuown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael McQuown 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: McQuown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael McQuown and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael McQuown 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: McQuown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah McQuown and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah McQuown 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bryce 
Last name: McRae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Calista 
Last name: McRae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Calista McRae, and I'm a resident of Brooklyn, NY. 
 
Please protect the Tongass: don't chip away at it. Once this forest is destroyed, there's really no way to 
recreate it. Countless species rely on it, and we do, too, indirectly: it traps an enormous amount of carbon. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Calista McRae 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: McRae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not remove the Tongass National Forest from the protections of the Roadless Rule. The old-growth 
forests are essential for the health of the salmon fishery. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: McRae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James McRae 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: McRae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie McRae and I live in Glendora, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie McRae 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: McRae 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle McRae and I live in Redmond, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle McRae 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fredrick 
Last name: McRee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: McRitchie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David McRitchie and I live in Bound Brook, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David McRitchie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: McShaffrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I don't see a reason to open this to logging. There are few pristine areas of wilderness left. This should be 
protected. But I'm certain regardless of what the public wants you will find justification due to the 
administration's of version to the will of the people and pandering to business interest. There's little Financial 
incentive to open this up at least from a public good standpoint. This only will benefit a very select few of 
private individuals and in no way benefit the country. The area should remain free from logging so that future 
Generations can Marvel at Nature's Wonder. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: McShane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing.Please get your act together and 
do what the people want. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: johanna 
Last name: mcshane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is johanna mcshane and I live in Walnut Creek, California. 
 
 
thank you! this is crucial 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, johanna mcshane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: McShane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew McShane and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew McShane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: McShane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Matthew McShane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J. 
Last name: McSwain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is J. McSwain and I live in Belmont, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, J. McSwain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McSwain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Roadless Rule Necessary as Climate Change Overtakes Us 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Our president has never spent a night under the stars sleeping in a tent. I have, and I bet that everyone reading 
this has! 
 
A "no action" stand must be taken against the latest travesty to build roads in the Tongass. We're talking 9 
million acres of roadless area - N I N E M I L L I O N acres! 
 
As climate change warms the earth, these 9 million acres could mean the difference between life and death for 
species that need deep forest to survive. 
 
We cannot afford to log this area and lose it as a carbon sink. The man who wants the area logged will be long 
gone from this planet by the time climate change causes severe damage to the planet. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please safeguard the Tongass - for your children and all future generations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan McSwain 
 
Shipman, VA 22971 
 
 
 
[Poisiton] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McSwain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest Roadless Areas Threatened 
 
In 2001, protection for roadless areas in national forests was passed in the form of the &quot;Roadless 
Rule.&quot; However, I now learn that two Alaskan politicians - Senator Lisa Murkowski and Governor Mike 
Dunleavy - think that their opinions matter more than the millions of Americans who favor protections for 
roadless areas of the Tongass. 
 
With twelve years left to avoid catastrophic climate change, we need to use our national forests as carbon 
sinks, not carbon factories! Logging the roadless areas of our largest national forest is utter folly. 
 
The plants and animals that roadless areas shelter will increasingly come under threat of outright extinction if 
climate change is allowed to continue at the current rate. The Tongass may become a critical wildlife corridor 
and haven for animals pushed out of habitat that is no longer suitable to the south. We must not allow the 
short-term money to be made by the logging and other extractive industries to ruin this forest at the expense of 
everyone else. 
 
Here in Virginia, I am protecting a small forest as a haven for threatened species. I do this at my own expense. 
I fully, 100%, cheerfully support efforts to keep the Tongass roadless areas protected. 
 
Please do not allow short-sighted politicians who receive contributions from big industries to diminish the trust 
the American public has in the US Forest Service employees. Protect the Tongass - for all Americans, for the 
forest, and for yourselves and your family. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Susan McSwain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: McSwain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan McSwain and I live in Shipman, Virginia. 
 
We cannot chastise Brazil for destroying the Amazon jungle when we do things like clear-cut century-old trees 
in the Tongass. We need to clean up our act here at home! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan McSwain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: charles 
Last name: mcsweeney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is charles mcsweeney and I live in Cave Junction, Oregon. 
 
 
please stop! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, charles mcsweeney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelly 
Last name: Mcsweyn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shelly Mcsweyn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelly 
Last name: Mcsweyn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shelly Mcsweyn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: McTaggart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3556 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Christopher McTaggart 
 
Benton, TN 37307 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: McTaggart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3556 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Christopher McTaggart 
Benton, TN 37307 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Iris 
Last name: McTaggart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Iris McTaggart and I live in Hyattsville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Iris McTaggart 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lauren 
Last name: McTaggart 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lauren McTaggart and I live in San Rafael, California. 
 
Our forests are worth much much more intact than the land is when forests are destroyed. Let these trees keep 
sequestering carbon and providing us clean air. Take your corporate greed to lands that are already developed. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lauren McTaggart 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristin 
Last name: McTague 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5776 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: McThrall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David McThrall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennee 
Last name: Mcueca 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5458 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennee Mcueca 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: McVein 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara McVein 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: McVey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dennis McVey and I live in Kentfield, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dennis McVey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emilie 
Last name: McVey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emilie McVey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: McVey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kelly McVey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: McVey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kelly McVey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: McVey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie McVey and I live in Union, New Jersey. 
 
Why not stop destruction of our world now, time will come when it'll be too late. Life here once changed won't 
be able to continue as we know it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Laurie McVey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luann 
Last name: McVey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Luann McVey and I live in Douglas, Alaska. I've lived in Southeast Alaska since 1954. I worked for 
the Sport Fish Division (Land Use Studies) of the Alaska Department of Fish and Game in the 1970s, studying 
fish habitat in various Southeast Alaskan watersheds. Through that work I gained a healthy respect for the 
ecological interactions between the forest and salmon resources of our region. My family members hike, pick 
berries, and find peace in our forests. I am fiercely dedicated to protecting our wildlands from damage by 
resource extraction. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with 
how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild 
foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global 
treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, hunting, the conservation 
of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Baranof Island, Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern 
mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the 
southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin 
Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands,. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact 
recreation development such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters passive or 
active watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat hydroelectric development intertie and 
transmission line contsruction connections from communities. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The US Forest 
Service is charged with stewardship of our forests for multiple use. A full exemption to the Roadless Rule is 
meant to facilitate further clearcut logging of old growth timber. Road-building and clearcutting have taken place 
in the Tongass, devastating numerous fish-producing river systems. Our fish resources are suffering - we don't 
need more damage. 
 
 
 
In addition, opening up the Tongass to logging has already proven to be unprofitable. The federal government 
always subsidized Tongass logging because the logging companies were never self-sustaining here and they 
never will be. 
 
 



 
We don't need to reopen the Tongass to clearcutting and roads. We need to protect our remaining fisheries 
resources.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Luann 
Last name: McVey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Luann McVey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: McVicar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacqueline McVicar and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jacqueline McVicar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 9:41:40 PM 
First name: Jena 
Last name: McWhirter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jena Mcwhirter and I live in Renton, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am an undergraduate student at the University of Washington. I care about the Tongass National Forest 
because our future requires collaborative survival. As the problems in our world grow in complexity, it is 
increasingly important to protect and create mutually beneficial relationships between humans and other living 
systems. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the 
lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these 
priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by 
roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed 
restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, 
improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: DIRK 
Last name: MCWHORTER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: McWhorter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth McWhorter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: McWhorter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy McWhorter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: McWilliams 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep the Tongas National First roadless 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Mcwilliams 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bruce Mcwilliams 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mcwilliams 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Mcwilliams 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: McWilliams 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn McWilliams and I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
 
Greed and ignorance are the onlythings driving this clear cutting.Leave the Tongass Forest as itis, helping all 
things breathe clean air. Beauty in their ownright!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathryn McWilliams 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: McWilliams 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy McWilliams and I live in Paola, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy McWilliams 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Agnes 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Agnes MD and I live in Placerville, California. 
 
Hi my name is Dr Agnes Gillespie MD, I live in Placerville - urge you to adopt a stronger Advanced Clean 
Trucks rule !!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Agnes MD 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David MD and I live in Lanesboro, Minnesota. 
 
 
As a grandfather and physician, may I urge your immediate attention and action on this? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth MD and I live in Corvallis, Oregon. 
 
 
Appalling!  These forests are our best protection against climate change. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Faith 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Faith MD and I live in Simsbury, Connecticut. 
 
 
The planet we ruin for profit now is the one our grandchildren will inherit. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Faith MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James MD and I live in South Portland, Maine. 
 
This forest is invaluable, and vital to the climate our grandchildren will try to weather. No excuse for exploiting 
and squandering such a precious resource. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, James MD 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John MD and I live in Cambria, California. 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a national treasure.  We should treat it as such. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mitchell 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
You must protect the 'Roadless Rule' for the Tongass National Forest. We've destroyed enough. 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am unshakably opposed the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass 
National Forest and demand that you select the "no action" alternative. 
 
As a frequent visitor to the wild lands of Alaska, I know firsthand of the majesty that is there, a majesty that 
must be protected for future generation of wildlife and humans. 
 
We are destroying the natural world for ephemeral profit and our behavior is exemplary of an extreme stupidity 
and ignorance. 
 
We must allow these places to be as they are, for the simple reason of their existence on the Earth, as well as 
their potential to be biological islands from which the processes of evolution can repopulate the world with 
unique organisms, after we have extirpated everything else. 
 
The Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest and you proposal to open the door to clearcutting 
and bulldozing is patently irresponsible and is anathema to everything I hold dear about life on our dust mote in 
a vacuum. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and must not be sacrificed to the timber industry, which 
provides a tiny fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing - both of 
which rely on intact forests to thrive. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
I respectfully demand that you leave this place alone, now and forever. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mitchell Gershten MD 
 
Paonia, CO 81428 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mitchell 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mitchell MD and I live in Paonia, Colorado. 
 
 
We've done enough damage. Short term profit is a poor excuse for destroying the world. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mitchell MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rhonda 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rhonda MD and I live in Brookhaven, Georgia. 
 
As a physician, I am appalled by the amount of toxins the American people are expected to accept in their air 
and water. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rhonda MD 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rochelle 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rochelle MD and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rochelle MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Russel 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Russel MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shari 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shari MD and I live in Winter Park, Florida. 
 
 
Forever chemicals dont belong in the environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shari MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sharron 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sharron MD and I live in Tolland, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sharron MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sierra 
Last name: MD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sierra MD and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sierra MD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Me 
Last name: Me 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Save Humans 
 
Hello, 
 
I don't have children, but I have a nephew and a god-daughter whose futures I am concerned about. As you 
know, vast swaths of forests have burned in recent fires. The earth's ability of absorb carbon has been severely 
impacted, and we can't afford to cut more forest. The forests are the earth's lungs. Humans must either be the 
stewards of the Earth or become an extinct species. Our choice. 
 
Carolyn Park 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: me 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott me and I live in Durham, North Carolina. 
 
 
Please protect our national forests above profits and dont roll back the Roadless Rule! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott me 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: EUGENE 
Last name: MEAD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is EUGENE MEAD and I live in Bayonne, New Jersey. 
 
 
Is this really even a controversial thing?  Stand against this clearcutting. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, EUGENE MEAD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lucy 
Last name: Mead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lucy Mead and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
Clearcutting is not acceptable in this day and age! It's a terribly destructive way to handle the precious 
resources of our forests. Surely we can find ways to save our national forests such as Tongass, and also log 
intelligently elsewhere -- we cannot continue to blindly gobble up our world with our money-dominated. greedy, 
thoughtless attitudes toward the nature around us that makes our very lives possible. eeek! Leave the Tongass 
National Forest alone, PLEASE! We cannot afford to lose this valuable asset to wasteful silliness. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lucy Mead 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Mead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Mead and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Mead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Mead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Mead and I live in Stuyvsnt Plz, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephen Mead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Mead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Mead and I live in Stuyvsnt Plz, New York. 
 
 
Plundering the Earth ultimately ensures are own demise.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephen Mead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Mead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Mead and I live in Stuyvsnt Plz, New York. 
 
 
We don't know what we've got 'til it's gone. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephen Mead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Audrey 
Last name: Meade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Audrey Meade and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Audrey Meade 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CAROLYN 
Last name: MEADE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, CAROLYN MEADE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CAROLYN 
Last name: MEADE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, CAROLYN MEADE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Meade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Meade and I live in Apollo, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Meade 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Meade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Meade 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 8:04:13 PM 
First name: Janell 
Last name: Meade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janell Meade and I live in Juneau, AK. I have lived in SE Alaska for almost 30 years. My husband 
and I have raised 4 daughters here. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the peace and solitude I find in 
nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester 
carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and 
enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public 
lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Please keep the 
Tongass wild for future generations. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
Thanks for keeping the Tongass wild. Once you change it you cant go back.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janell 
Last name: Meade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5739 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely,[Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pattie 
Last name: Meade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pattie Meade and I live in San Clemente, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pattie Meade 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Meador 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is of global importance, and opening it to logging, mining, or oil and gas has 
permanent, detrimental consequences. This latest attack on wildlife and forests has been made under the 
guise that this will boost Alaskas economy, when only 1% comes from the logging industry, and isnt worth 
permanent consequences. 
Trump's directive violates the process of the National Environmental Policy Act. NEPA ensures that major 
decisions affecting the environment are fact-based, consider alternatives, and are made with public opinion in 
mind. The loss of old-growth forest will intensify the effects of climate change. 
All the given reasons for doing this in "good faith" sound like pure profit motive, which is not what conservation 
is about. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: MEADOR 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 4:00:00 PM 
First name: Shannon 
Last name: Meadors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: Meadow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alice Meadow and I live in Hopkins, Minnesota. 
 
These are not the personal property of any corporation or entitled government officials whom we, the people 
employ. As your employer, I join millions of others who say, Just stop this foolishness and behave like the 
stewards of the land you are supposed to be. 
 
I am writing to express total opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Alice Meadow 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Meadows 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Connie Meadows 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Meadows 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Meadows and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Meadows 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcy 
Last name: Meadows 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcy Meadows and I live in Graton, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marcy Meadows 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Meadows 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shane 
Last name: Meadows 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shane Meadows 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Meads 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Meads 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Antoinette 
Last name: Meale 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Antoinette Meale and I live in Haddon Township, New Jersey. 
 
We cannot give into Trump's greed. We must keep the RoadlessRule in place and protect our Tongass 
National Forest. Our country, our earth require that protection of our pristine forests remain safe from 
exploitation of any kind. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Antoinette MealeHaddon Twp., NJ 
 
Regards, Antoinette Meale 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: Mealy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hugh Mealy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Means 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Means and I live in Murfreesboro, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Means 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Means 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Exempting Alaska, and particularly the Tongass National Forest, from current roadless rule protections would 
be doubly wrong. (1) I am tired of subsidizing industries for natural resource extraction. Tell me why they can't 
pay their way. (2) more importantly -- the Tongass is a national treasure for its fisheries and wildlife. Do NOT 
allow more logging of this precious land, and for damn sure don't subsidize it with my money. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: colton 
Last name: measles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass nat'l forest 
 
It is my belief as a citizen of the United States that the opening of the tongass national forest in Alaska to the 
logging industry, or any industry of any kind, would be a dire mistake.. this is an important forest reserve that 
must be protected by our country, for the good of the planet and for future generations. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Colton Measles. 
 
BFA 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andre 
Last name: Meaux 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andre Meaux and I live in Charleston, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andre Meaux 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: mecham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Mecham and  I live in Sandy Utah 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael mecham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Meche 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
One of the last true wilderness areas is in peril and I dream to see it remain roadless for generations to come, 
whatever it takes! We must draw lines to survive the onslaught of &quot;progress&quot; at all costs. 
 
Joe Meche 
 
Bellingham, WA 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wanda 
Last name: Meck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wanda Meck and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wanda Meck 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Meckler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Meckler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryce 
Last name: Mecum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5668 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: [Illegible] 
Last name: Medalie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC906 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Medanic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rachel Medanic 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Medanich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Medanich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Medard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Medard and I live in Culver, Indiana. 
 
Please leave our forests and alone. Too much of our national forests and public lands are being destroyed or 
impinged upon. Please stop. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Andrea Medard 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Medeiros 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew Medeiros and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew Medeiros 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Medeiros 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Medeiros and I live in Woburn, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Its time to start thinking about the future generations instead of the greed of companies. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Medeiros 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: medicilorenzo@yahoo.com 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
Uphold the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass 
contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in providing clean 
water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. 
 
Your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless areas is irresponsible and 
reckless. The Roadless Rule is one of the most far-sighted land management policies the Federal Government 
has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves 
untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be wasted on subsidies to private timber companies that 
can't even support their own existence. 
 
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing climate change, erosion, habitat loss and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
The No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless 
Rule, Alternative #1 is the best and only acceptable choice. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Medina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexander R. Medina, and I am a former Environmental Compliance Review Specialist, having 
served two years with the Federal Emergency Management Agency. I wish to express strong opposition to the 
current proposed rule and ask for reconsideration of Alternative 3 discussed in this posting. 
 
As the government discusses in its proposal, in the interests of forest management and federalism, the 
proposal's wish to pass off decision-making authority to Forest Supervisor, as a local representative in Alaska, 
makes sense. The Forest Supervisor communicates with the Alaska Division of Forestry on a more regular 
basis, having local decision-making has proven to be more effective in forest management, in particular with 
any wildfires that may occur. 
 
I agree with commenters on both sides of the argument in that the Tongass National Forest is important to the 
ecosystem and the community at-large within Southeastern Alaska. The 16.7 million acres that the forest 
covers provides a refuge for many species and provides a unique biodiversity that is not located anywhere else 
in the world. However, the need for year-round employment for the areas 73,000 residents with a lumber 
industry that is willing and able to pay decent wages to meet the needs of the community needs to be 
considered. As such, Alternative 3 provides the best option to compromise and satisfy the environmental, 
social, and economic needs that conflict in this situation. 
 
Alternative 6, or the current proposed rule, would eliminate all the protections for over half of the Tongass's 
total acreage, making it ripe for timber and logging companies to reap to the fullest extent. With the current 
global climate crisis, this is not something that is feasible for the continued survival of our planet and would 
have drastic implications on portions of our country. From a compliance procedural standpoint, the fact that a 
NEPA Review for this option led to an Environmental Impact Statement to be done, tells me that this is not a 
feasible option. Nobody likes to reach even an environmental assessment in NEPA Reviews, nevertheless an 
Environmental Impact Statement. I understand that opening this amount of land up for the economic benefit is 
tempting, but the rewards will be short-term with long-term detriment. 
 
Alternative 3 provides a means to open up areas for transportation within the area and offers some economic 
opportunity for logging companies and the jobs they provide citizens; with minimal acreage eliminated and 
other acres added to alleviate some of the loss. I agree that the "roaded roadless areas" and existing harvest 
systems should just be exempt from this status. These areas were established during the time when the 
Tongass was previously exempt, and so it is more beneficial to the community to keep using them since the 
damage has already been done. Alternative 3 is also in line with Option B of the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen 
Advisory Committee Final Report, keeping with the theme of local management, which shows that this is 
something that the State of Alaska is also open to. 
 
Seeing as Alternative 3 accounts, directly or indirectly, for the needs of the environmental, societal, and 
economic needs and impacts, as well as offers compromise to best meet the needs of all areas, I ask for its 
reconsideration and implementation in the Final Rule. 
 
On a separate note, I am disappointed in Forest Service for failing to review this proposed rule in accordance 
with Executive Order 12898: Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and 
Low-Income Populations. While application and review under E.O. 13175 is appreciated, the Alaskan-Native 
and Tribal populations are Minority Populations in nature, and therefore E.O. 12898 should have been taken 
into account during review and promulgation. 
 
-Alexander R. Medina, ECSP, B.A. in Sustainability, Arizona State University 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 



 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Medina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Medina and I live in Lee, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Medina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Medina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie Medina and I live in Stratford, Connecticut. 
 
 
Repeal of the Once In, Always In policy is tantamount to murder. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leslie Medina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Medina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Medina and I live in Rancho Cucamonga, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Medina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Medina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Medina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ramona 
Last name: Medina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ramona Medina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Medley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Medley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barry 
Last name: Medlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barry Medlin and I live in Oak Ridge, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barry Medlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Mednick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6157 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Holds our beautiful wildlife 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] - wish I could, don't live here 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Antonia 
Last name: Medrano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Antonia Medrano and I live in Plant City, Florida. 
 
Long term sustainable practices and tourism will provide more money than any short term exploitation ever will. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Antonia Medrano 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Medrano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Medrano and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
Please put the environment first over profits. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Medrano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Medved 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Medved and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Medved 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Medvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alexander Medvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Medvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alexander Medvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Medziak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Medziak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mee 
Last name: Mee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mee Mee and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mee Mee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Meech 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Meech and I live in Annville, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Meech 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Meehan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Meehan and I live in Wappingers Falls, New York. 
 
Once clearcutting begins, the Tongass National Forest is gone forever. The work of centuries can be destroyed 
in no time at all by fools. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carol Meehan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:43:27 PM 
First name: don 
Last name: meehan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
don meehan 
San Jose, CA 95124 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellie 
Last name: Meehan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellie Meehan and I live in Vero Beach, Florida. 
 
 
How dare you! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellie Meehan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Meehan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Meehan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Meehan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Meehan and I live in Syracuse, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Meehan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Meehan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Meehan and I live in Santa Rosa Beach, Florida. 
 
 
Stop working for polluters &amp;amp; poisoning our air &amp;amp; water! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Meehan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Meek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nick Meek and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nick Meek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Meeker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5655 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Meeker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Meeker and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
Protect our national treasures for future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Meeker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Delinda 
Last name: meeks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Delinda meeks and I live in Altamonte Springs, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Delinda meeks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Meeks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana Meeks and I live in Bellingham, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
We need to protects all the wild areas we have left on this planet - for carbon storage, for wildlife, for 
biodiversity, for viable salmon populations, for our grandchildren, and so much more. The few remaining wild 
places must stay wild. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports its status 
as a national and global treasure. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaitlyn 
Last name: Meeks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kaitlyn Meeks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Meeks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Meeks and I live in Bailey, Colorado. 
 
I thoroughly enjoyed the several visits I was able to have in the Tongass, our unique forest wild land. Its beauty, 
its wild character, the spread of its forest vitality must be sustained into our future, that very future depends on 
such natural vitality. We must end the culture of waste and ruin. Forest preservative is more critical for our 
future than any other economic exploitation of this great forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mark Meeks 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Meenen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J 
Last name: Meer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J Meer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marina 
Last name: Meerburg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marina Meerburg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kay 
Last name: Meermans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kay Meermans and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kay Meermans 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mees 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternatives to roadless Alaska rule public comment 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
As a student of Natural Resources at Humboldt State University I am deeply concerned about opening up 
existing old growth forests to timber production. I come from a state that only has 2% of our old growth 
redwood habitats remaining. The 2nd, 3rd, and 4th generation forests that have been left behind are heavily 
impacted and do not provide the same ecosystem benefits as the old growth forests. It would be a grave 
detriment to the health of Alaska's forests to open these sensitive habitats to timber production. Therefore I 
urge that alternative 1 be selected keeping these old growth forests intact. Thank you for your time and hard 
work. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Meese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gail Meese and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
 
we need every tree we have to breathe and to fight air pollution ! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gail Meese 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Meess 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Dear U.S. Forestry Service: I recently watched a special on PBS and cried my eyes out because satellite pics 
of earth showed the truth re: the great peril our planet is truly in. Around 80% of Madagascar has been de-
forested...And; the Amazon is close behind...not even going into what's allowed in China and the far eastern 
archipelago islands... In Mich...GREEN is seen; however, it is not virgin, ancient growth at all...it is all re-
planted, which means man changed the genome environment...I was a member of SOAR as a youth in 
Explorer Scouts and to me cutting one more ancient anything, ESPECIALLY OUR ONLY SOURCE of 
OXYGEN now that man has polluted the air as well w his wonderfully made petroleum run contraptions IS A 
SIN AGAINST GOD...Here in Jx Bch wherein the water is so polluted i only put my finger in the surf for 
symbolic reasons pertaining to my faith/religion...septic tanks are still allowed here wherein they should have 
been banned back when the auto industry in MI was forced to stop dumping into our water ways... who was the 
idiot in charge of Flint's main water source...yhat river has been toxic since i was a kid in the 60s and 70s for 
GOD'S SAKE WAKUP SLEEPING GIANT! Don't allow greed to speed mother earth's destruction one more 
inch...GREED is one of the great Blair's biggest tools...it appears looking from space that the devil is 
winning...the U.S. Forestry Dept. Was created to protect our TREES, SO Please...Do Your Job Folks... My 
family is and was a pioneer family in Michigan wherein I read in the Green Book of Iosco Co. More money was 
made on what was dubbed "Green Gold" than in all the gold rushes of Cally...if my health holds you might see 
me marching w HANOI JANE whom is hated by my first responders/military tribe per Romans 13...in GOD'S 
ARMY I AM learning to pray for enemies and I do even if I have to fake it until I make it...Nonetheless, it's going 
to take each and every single one of us from the oldest to the youngest to make the powers that be...STOP 
DESTROYING OUR HOME and all its inhabitants both fauna, flora, terra, air, sea...SEE? I teach this stuff to 
kids...what happened in the last 40 years...it just brings me to tears...and if i, Mary Margaret is crying me a 
river, how happy do you think MOTHER Nature is...no, there's no climate warming, change...we as a global 
family have to change...when I say change I mean we have to change everything we do to become 
environmentally responsible. Like Tom Petty and the Heartbreakers sang and Jonny Cash covered..."I WON'T 
BACK DOWN..." 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mary Meess 
 
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bradley 
Last name: Mefford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bradley Mefford and I live in Dunmor, Kentucky. 
 
 
Leave these trees alone--don't let the love of money compromise the health of our biosphere! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bradley Mefford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carrie 
Last name: Megill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow road building in this forest. It was protected for a reason. It needs to remain as pristine as 
possible, not just for this country but for the health of the world. The short term financial gains the current 
President wants do not take into consideration the health or well being of the environment and all living in it - 
including people. 
 
Please be one of the few agencies to stand up to this pressure and continue to protect this foresst as 
stringently as possible. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ginger 
Last name: Megley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ginger Megley and I live in Walnut Creek, California. 
 
 
Get these awful chemicals out of our food! Everyone deserves to be healthy! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ginger Megley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Megnin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Megnin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Megowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patrick Megowan and I live in Corvallis, Oregon. 
 
As a Republican and a professional woodworker, it is nonetheless obvious to me how foolish it is to remove the 
minimal protections we now give our few remaining great forests. The Tongass is far more valuable as intact 
forest than it is as lumber. Indeed we should be moving our already overcut forests to rotations of 300-1000 
years if we want a healthy world AND good wood for our descendents. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Patrick Megowan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mallory 
Last name: Megown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: Mehl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carole Mehl and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
You cannot regrow boreal forests I SEVERAL LIFETIMES     Why dont you care? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carole Mehl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Conner 
Last name: Mehl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Mehl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Mehl and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
How can anyone decimate forests to make toilet paper? Truly sinful. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Mehl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luc 
Last name: Mehl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not support exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. The analysis that went into 
the Roadless Rule verdict is still valid. Alaska's most valuable asset, environmentally and culturally, is its 
expanses of wilderness rule. Exempting the Tongass will only provide short term economic gains, with long 
term degradation to the clean air, water, and people that make Alaska what it is. 
 
Climate change is increasingly evident in Alaska, I've seen changes in my 37 years here. Cutting old growth 
forest (a CO2 sink) is not the solution, and was not adequately evaluated in the proposed exemption. 
 
Thank you,Luc MehlAnchorage 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Mehlberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Mehle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anthony Mehle and I live in Canfield, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anthony Mehle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Mehler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Mehler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Mehler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Mehler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Mehlhorn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Mehlhorn and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
Protecting these forests makes such a difference to our climate and the environment as a whole. Please don't 
abandon them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michelle Mehlhorn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Mehlman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please stop the road 
 
Please let Alaska forests remain without roads. We need it this way for all the future generations. 
 
Matthew Mehlman? SENIOR PROJECT MANAGER, STRATEGIC BUSINESS UNIT 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mitra 
Last name: mehr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mitra mehr and I live in Fairfax, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mitra mehr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Neena 
Last name: Mehra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Neena Mehra and I live in Albertson, New York. 
 
 
Please leave these lands intact, it is cruel to tamper with and destroy nature! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Neena Mehra 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Mehrman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Evan Mehrman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Mehrman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Evan Mehrman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Mehrman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Evan Mehrman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Mehrman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Evan Mehrman and I live in Wilmington, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Evan Mehrman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Falguni 
Last name: Mehta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Falguni Mehta and I live in Cupertino, California. 
 
The climate crisis is real and we need to take steps to decrease our carbon emissions.The Tongass National 
Forest has a complex ecosystem that supports animals and human beings while containing the carbon 
emissions. We cant cave in to corporate greed. We owe it to our children an environment that provides them 
with clean air, water along with a healthy habitat for other animals and plants. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Falguni Mehta 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Milan 
Last name: Mehta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Milan Mehta and I live in Midlothian, Virginia. 
 
 
Please, Do the Right Thing for Ours and Our Children's Future. What would They be Proud Of? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Milan Mehta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Milan 
Last name: Mehta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alan Meier and I live in Bloomington, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alan Meier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Old growth forest takes decades to become "old growth". In many cases, hundreds of years. The weight of this 
decision can not be understated. ALL officials in charge of making such a decision lack experience to 
comprehend the length of time it takes to create a resource such as old-growth forest. 
 
Adding roads to a conservation area will lead to logging. Do not strip America, the Beautiful of "the Beautiful" in 
search of profit. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Meier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:40:32 PM 
First name: Brigitte 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Brigitte Meier 
Manchester, NH 03104 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joel Meier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristi 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristi Meier and I live in Newberg, Oregon. 
 
 
Stop the clear cutting madness--it's not sustainable!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristi Meier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Meier and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Meier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Meier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Meier and I live in West Linn, Oregon. 
 
This is a beautiful part of the country that I love. Even though I'm from Oregon, I know that Bears Ears must be 
protected from chaining, mining and any other form of destruction in the name of industry. Hands off! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Victoria Meier 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: doug 
Last name: meikle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is doug meikle and I live in Centreville, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, doug meikle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: david 
Last name: meikrantz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3584 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
david meikrantz 
 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: david 
Last name: meikrantz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3584 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
david meikrantz 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayleen 
Last name: Meinen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kayleen Meinen and I live in Virginia Beach, VA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I visited Haines, Alaska this June to study Environmental and Cultural Sustainability with the Alaska Outdoor 
Science School. Experiencing the wilderness of the Tongass was a unique and life changing experience. I 
believe the Tongass should be kept free from development in order to protect the vital ecosystem it is a part of 
and the habitat it provides. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full 
exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the 
countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas 
for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream 
and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, 
wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: Meinerding 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tony Meinerding and I live in Greenville, Ohio. 
 
 
One Earth! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tony Meinerding 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terre 
Last name: Meinershagen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking 
announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am writing these comments to strongly 
encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, including the wild 
fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. These public lands and waters are 
prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, helping drive an $887 billion 
economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Meinschein 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Meinschein and I live in Culver City, California. 
 
 
Please protect us! This is your job to protect us! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Meinschein 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Meinzinger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Meiseles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3687 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steven Meiseles 
 
Morris Plains, NJ 07950 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Meiseles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3687 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Steven Meiseles 
Morris Plains, NJ 07950 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Meiser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Meiser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1336 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Meiser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Meiser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Meiser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Meiser and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have been working on the Tongass N.F. since 2015 it has 
not only been benificial for my physical health as there are many nutritious salmon to eat. But, essential for my 
mental health as well. The Tongass N.F. truly is magical and has healing capabilities. Destroying it would be a 
disaster for everyone and everything. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Prince of Wales Island, Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas 
on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative 
selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, 
hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring 
buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat, 
hydroelectric development, intertie and transmission line construction connections from communities. It is 
important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It takes away our 
chance to make out voices heard and discredits our opinion about the land that we live and depend on.. The 
State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a 
full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Meiser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Meiser and I live in Circle Pines, MN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I have intimately worked in the Tongass National Forest. I have spent summers doing subsistence sockeye 
return monitoring at Redoubt Lake near Sitka. Alaska. The Tongass is magical beyond words 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global treasure, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Meiser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Meislin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Meislin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Meislin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Meislin and I live in Tiburon, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Meislin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jackie 
Last name: Meissenhalter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jackie Meissenhalter and I live in Napa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jackie Meissenhalter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: meister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anna meister and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
Forests are our last hope 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anna meister 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kati 
Last name: Meister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kati Meister and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kati Meister 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Meistrich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Meistrich and I live in Ridgewood, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry Meistrich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisha 
Last name: Mejan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisha Mejan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mejia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mejia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mejia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mejia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mejia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1320 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Melaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Melaney and I live in Gansevoort, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Melaney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donya 
Last name: Melanson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donya Melanson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: LisAnne 
Last name: Melber 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is LisAnne Melber and I live in Ventura, California. 
 
 
we don't have much time!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, LisAnne Melber 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Melcher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Melcher and I live in Muskego, WI. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Melcher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Melchior 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeanne Melchior 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Melchoni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Melchoni and I live in Wharton, New Jersey. 
 
Coal needs to cease as being a fuel. We need to stop using "fossil fuels" and the way dinosaur minds think. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Frank Melchoni 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Mele 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Mele and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frank Mele 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: robert 
Last name: melegh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I don't believe Tongass National Forest should be logged. The 1000 yr. old trees are a national treasure and 
should be protected. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sam 
Last name: Meleika 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sam Meleika and I live in College Station, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sam Meleika 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ivan 
Last name: Melendez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ivan Melendez and I live in Fairbanks, Alaska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ivan Melendez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Colleen 
Last name: Melendrez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing.The one time profits from logging 
or mining are greatly outweighed by the loss of profits from fisheries and tourism. This area is on my bucket list 
because it so far has remained wild and undeveloped, one of the few remaining areas..such changes are not 
easily undone, so PLEASE leave the Tongass as it is! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Meleon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M Meleon and I live in Running Springs, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, M Meleon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JoAnn 
Last name: Melgar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am strongly opposed to exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. This is an extremely 
important ecosystem that also produces millions of dollars in income through tourism. This area sequesters 
carbon which is critical in this time of global warming. It also has a high diversity of wildlife. Please leave this 
beautiful wilderness intact. Please do the right thing. Thank you! JoAnn Melgar 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Meli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Meli and I live in Hackettstown, New Jersey. 
 
 
Stop destroying everything beautiful. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Meli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denis 
Last name: Melican 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Denis Melican 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Antoinette 
Last name: Melillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Antoinette Melillo and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Antoinette Melillo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Melillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Melin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dan Melin and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
Thousands of years of forest development are at risk! We dont need more toilet paper made out of thousand 
year old trees. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dan Melin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Melin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. I agree with this message and urge you to protect 
the Tongass forest and roadless rules. Thank you!  
Regards, Nancy Melin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Melin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. I agree with this message and urge you to protect 
the Tongass forest and roadless rules. Thank you!  
Regards, Nancy Melin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Melin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Melin and I live in La Crosse, Wisconsin. 
 
 
I care about the Tongass Forest and hope you will protect it for future generations to enjoy. Thank you.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Melin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Melina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Melina and I live in Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
 
The premise on which this country was founded is that is a government of, by, and for the people, not the 
corporations. The lands, waters, and forests, and all the natural treasures belong to us, and selling off these 
riches to corporations steals them from future generations. Don't move forward with these morally bankrupt 
plans. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Catherine Melina 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marc 
Last name: Melinkoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marc Melinkoff and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marc Melinkoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Melka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Melka and I live in Atwater, Minnesota. 
 
I gather that the Tongass has been logged before, in the early 20th century. Not only the environmental 
changes of the first half of the 20th century should weigh on your minds, but also the not unassociated political 
and economic changes. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Peter Melka 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Melkisethian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment on the Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I am submitting a comment on the proposed rule that exempts the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 
Roadless Rule. I do not support the exemption and support taking no action, leaving all of Alaska under the 
2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest (&quot;Alternative 1&quot; as noted in Press 
Release No. 0154.19). 
 
As one of the last remaining old growth forests in the United States the Tongass National Forest is a critical 
global resource that needs to be preserved as such. As a resident of Northern California I consider the 
Tongass Forest to be part of the much diminished network of old growth spanning the West Coast. I'm grateful 
for the small portion of old growth preserved in my home state. 
 
As I'm sure you are acutely aware, the United States is now experiencing the impact of climate change with the 
increase of deadly hurricanes, forest fires, and other extreme weather events. Such events are costing the 
country millions or even billions of dollars and human lives. At this moment in time there are critical choices to 
made in regard to what we value as a society and as a global actor. How do we reframe the concept of 
resources and value? We need to move beyond short-term profit and think of the long-term consequences of 
protection roll backs and resource extraction. 
 
There are numerous examples illustrating why rolling back the Roadless Rule is a short-term folly but to give 
just one example, Pacific Salmon conservation is particular vulnerable. Changes associated with climate 
change, hydrologic changes, may threaten the ability of salmon stocks to adapt to disrupted spawning and 
rearing habitats (Shanley CS, Albert DM (2014) Climate Change Sensitivity Index for Pacific Salmon Habitat in 
Southeast Alaska. PLoS ONE 9(8): e104799. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0104799). Current Tongass 
protections help mitigate, if not completely eliminate, these threats to Pacific Salmon. 
 
Once again, the case of the Pacific Salmon is just one of the many natural resources that will be negatively 
impacted by the rolling back of the rule. Thinking of the tiny fraction of old growth forests left on the West 
Coast, and throughout the world, what is the true costs of disturbing such a unique habitat? Are wild salmon not 
a valuable resource? I urge considering the long-term value in preservation as opposed to the short-term value 
of extraction. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Angela Melkisethian 
 
San Francisco, CA 94109 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4878 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely,[Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dane 
Last name: Mellan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Melle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I believe that too much of our countrys habitat has been sacrificed in n the name of profits. We need to save 
some places to be Wild. Both for wildlife and the enjoyment of citizens. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: HEIDI 
Last name: MELLEIN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Living and hiking in the Northwest of Washington state for eight years, I was astounded to come upon clear cut 
acreage while hiking through a beautiful mature forest. It was saddening to realize companies often were not 
responsible for replanting the same trees or none at all, leaving the land barren. This effects our oxygen 
replenishment, wildlife, and soil enrichment. Fir trees in Washington take 20-30 years to mature for another 
cutting. Why can't we designate specific areas as a managed farming zone, similar to Georgia-Pacific? The 
farming of Alaska or old growth forests is un-necessary.Clearing out forests for use in our throw-away society is 
an outdated mode of short term thinking. Modern building standards do not require such a large amount of 
lumber. As a baby-boomer, I come from the mindset of Ecology Now. Reduce-Reuse-Recycle. I would like to 
suggest the younger generations of Gen-X, Millennials, and Gen-Z help to save THEIR future world by devising 
smarter ways to move forward. Fresh ideas, technology, modes of thinking. If you have ever flown in a plane 
over Oregon, you've seen the patchwork quilt of clear-cut forests. Although, kind of pretty at 35,000 feet, the 
overall result to our future quality of everything I mentioned above is placed in jeopardy. We cannot strip 
precious lands for the oil, minerals, trees without an Environmental Impact Report.(EIP) Short term actions 
result in very long effects. Older generations, including mine, need to hand this off to younger generations who 
will be directly effected. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Glenn 
Last name: Mellen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Glenn Mellen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: linda 
Last name: Mellen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is linda Mellen and I live in Newport Beach, California. 
 
 
All air on earth must be clean 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, linda Mellen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Mellen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
PLEASE do not allow this area to be opened up to the development of roads and/or for commercial logging 
use. This forest is one of the most important "lungs" of our planet. Maintaining our ecosystem is THE most 
important goal for assuring a healthy life for our children and their children. This is the strong sense of my 
family and of everyone I meet in my daily life. What rational justification could there be for disturbing this area? 
Surely the economics for the people of this area will be hurt, not improved, by development because it is such a 
unique, beautiful, natural environment for people of the United States and around the world to visit. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mellen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Mellen and I live in Morristown, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Mellen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Mellgren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Mellgren and I live in Cologne, Minnesota. 
 
I traveled to Alaska and took a inland cruise and the most disappointing part of the trip was seeing the bare 
hillside where they logged off the timber at Icey Straits; considering the number of people employed in the 
tourism sector in Alaska, it only makes sense not to log off the forests. Personally I think it is a terrible that for a 
few dollars return you would steal this natural wonder from us and future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bruce Mellgren 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Mellinger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Beth Mellinger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Mellinger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Mellinger and I live in Yonkers, New York. 
 
 
Let's try to preserve some vestige of America. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Mellinger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Mello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annette Mello and I live in Boulder Creek, California. 
 
 
sailing north out of Ketchikan last May I was disturbed to see so much clear cutting. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annette Mello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Mello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
A cancer cell never thinks it's the bad guy. It's simply a random mutation that allows this cell to divide without 
bodily control. These few cells will dominate over trillions of other cells in the body until the host of that original 
determined mutated cell. 
 
 
 
When will we be able to recognize the cancer of our society? Our lungs are being attacked when we are 
already about to flatline. We need these old growth forests to breath and survive. Keep tongass roadless! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Mello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brian Mello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Mello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian Mello and I live in Carmel Valley, California. 
 
Please help protect Tongass National Forest from more roads and those outside interests that would destroy 
this jewel of a forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Brian Mello 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: Mello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claudia Mello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Mello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Mello and I live in Clarksville, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Mello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Mellon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Roadless Rule 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
A close friend and fisherman from Seattle mentioned this consideration recently. I am honestly shocked that 
that this pristine area is even being considered for logging. As a nation we have vast areas of second and third 
growth forests available for renewable harvest, much of which is on leased land that provide revenue to the 
Forest Service. 
 
I come from a family with a logging history and a community on the Olympic Peninsula where logging has been 
a significant part of the local economy. I understand the balance and benefits of resource management. But 
there are too few areas in the world that are as unspoiled as the Tongass, and I would be deeply ashamed and 
disgusted by a short sighted decision to alter that landscape. There are other options available for timer 
revenue. 
 
Best regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Justin Mellon 
 
Seattle WA 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chauncey 
Last name: Mellor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chauncey Mellor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Melman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Melman and I live in Sebastopol, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura Melman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryan 
Last name: Melnick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Support No Action 
 
As a 45 year retired Alaska fisherman, I find it extremely disturbing how an out of touch administration in D.C. 
can ruin decades of good work the state of Alaska and previous administrations have done to reserve the 
resources in Alaska. From ANWAR, and the Pebble Mine, to Tongass National Forest, what's next? Please 
send progress info. 
 
C/E Bryan Melnick 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Perry 
Last name: Melnick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC803 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Melof 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Theresa Melof 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Melof 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Theresa Melof and I live in Hillsboro, Oregon. 
 
Please stop this! The Tongass is important, just like the Amazon, to help fight climate change! It is also 
amazing in its own right, and it is immoral to destroy old growth forest like this to line the pockets of 
corporations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Theresa Melof 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Melograna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Melograna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mitchell 
Last name: Melommong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6416 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Meloni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Meloni and I live in Chesnee, South Carolina. 
 
 
Please save the trees, animals and earth. Once destroyed theres no fixing it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy Meloni 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Meloy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Meloy and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Meloy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Melrose 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless DEIS Comments 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from roadless areas on 
the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains some of the last remaining old-growth temperate rainforest 
in the world, and its value in providing clean water and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to combat climate change. I urge 
you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Adopted in 2001, the National Forest Roadless Area Conservation Rule is one of our nation's bedrock 
conservation protections intended to safeguard more than 58 million acres of national forests. From 1999 to 
2001, the Forest Service held over 600 public meetings nationwide, including 28 throughout Washington State. 
In what was one of the most extensive public participation efforts in the history of federal rulemaking, more than 
1.6 million people commented during the rulemaking process, with 95% supporting strong roadless area 
protection. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the most balanced and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. It protects our remaining ancient forests, pristine and unroaded watershed, core 
wildlife habitat and world class recreational opportunities, while leaving more than half of the national forest 
system available for sustainable logging and other development. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Melrose 
 
Seattle, WA 98126 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: Melsha 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ron Melsha 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Melski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Melski and I live in Marshfield, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Melski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyssa 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alyssa Melton and I live in Arlington, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alyssa Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyssa 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alyssa Melton and I live in Arlington, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alyssa Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brindi 
Last name: melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brindi melton and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brindi melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Byron 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Byron Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Melton and I live in Indian Land, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
As an American who values wild places, intact ecosystems, healthy watersheds and sustainable industries that 
rely upon them, I am very concerned with the USDA Forest Service's plan to strip Roadless Rule protections 
from more than 9 million acres of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I urge you in the strongest terms possible to select Alternative 1, or "No Action," for USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-
0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511. Keep the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest protected and 
open to millions of visitors in the years to come. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr John Melton 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr John Melton Eugene, OR 97401-8513 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Melton and I live in Deer Park, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenneth Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Melton and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ms 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ms Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sandy 
Last name: Melton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, sandy Melton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniela 
Last name: Meltzer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is surreal to think that Trump's government thinks it is a good idea to open roadless areas in Alaska open for 
development. This would be absolutely devastating for Alaska. Leave the wilderness alone. Let the animals 
flourish. Stop development now! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Iris 
Last name: Meltzer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Iris Meltzer and I live in Kent, Ohio. 
 
 
Once this is destroyed,  it's gone for good.  We need to be stewards of our Earth,  not rapists. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Iris Meltzer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Meltzer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Meltzer and I live in Clayton, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rachel Meltzer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terri 
Last name: Melville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terri Melville and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terri Melville 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Melvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Julie Melvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Melvoin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5401 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As someone who has grown up enjoying our nation's extraordinary wilderness, I have also learned that we 
cannot take that for granted. In this regard, I urge support of maintaining the current Roadless Rule for Alaska. 
Having just read a new book about the importance of maintaining the habitat (Stronghold, by Tucker Malarkey), 
and particularly the critical role that forests play, I urge you not to risk the loss of this habitat, for it could 
unwittingly destroy the salmon population. This is not simply some fisherman's lament about losing places to 
play; it is far more serious than that, for salmon are critical the entire region. To be specific, I am concerned that 
changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and costly road building 
in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities increase sedimentation, 
hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog of needed road 
maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richard Melvoin 
 
Cambridge, MA 02138 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Melzer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bruce Melzer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mara 
Last name: Menahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is America's temperate rainforest, the only one of its kind, our largest national 
forest and the largest in-tact temperate rainforest on our planet. The global significance of this forest warrants 
an even greater effort on behalf of the U.S. Forest Service to consider the risks of further fragmenting this 
landscape with clearcuts and road construction. I write as a citizen, a tax-payer, a public landowner, and an 
artist in support of the NO ACTION alternative, keeping our already-damaged lands free of more roads and 
keeping what trees are left there for the next millennium. 
 
 
 
It is clear from the EIS that the Forest Service failed to adequately address the relationship between the 
Tongass National Forest and our changing climate. The old growth within the national forest is a significant 
carbon sink for our nation and loosing this resource is an irreversible loss. No other forest within the united 
states stores as much carbon as the Tongass. 
 
 
 
As a Montana resident, I have an equal stake in these lands as much as any Alaska citizen. Why then didn't 
the Forest Service offer more opportunities for citizens across the country to engage with this process in-
person? Only holding meetings in Alaska and Washington D.C. is inappropriate considering the Tongass holds 
such significant natural and cultural heritage, is our largest national forest, and will have national and global 
impacts to climate if changes to the roadless designation occur. 
 
 
 
I ask the U.S. Forest Service to consider its mandate to manage lands for "multiple-use" and consider the fact 
that the fishing and tourism industries play a much more significant role in the region's economy than logging. I 
have spent two summers bushwhacking across Prince of Whales Island in search of wild coast lines, solitude, 
wolves, endemic spruce grouse, spawning salmon and ancient trees. This island has weathered years of heavy 
industrial logging and what remains is sparse, but significant. If these landscapes are further impacted, we will 
lose all of the things I seek as an user of these lands. 
 
 
 
I work in the tradition of Thomas Moran, the painter who helped urge congress to establish Yellowstone as a 
National Park and as an artist working in the Tongass National Forest, I have seen that this is not just an 
endless expanse of green with an endless supply of timber, but a truly beautiful landscape worthy of our 
highest level of protection for the enjoyment of future generations. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mara Menahan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Menard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Fuck off with this shit and leave our future alone. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mika 
Last name: Menasco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mika Menasco and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
Stop land raping 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mika Menasco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eliza 
Last name: Menchaca 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hi there, 
 
Please leave nature and animals alone. 
 
Thank you,Eliza 
 
Regards, Eliza Menchaca 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Mendel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do your damn job for the citizens of the United States not your greedy buddy Drumpf.  Why dont you go back 
to your greedy, self-serving job to get more money which is all you GOPers care about.  NO LOGGING IN 
TONGASS EVER YOU DAMN GREEDY BASTARDS!!!! 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C. Mendel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Mendel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do your damn job for the citizens of the United States not your greedy buddy Drumpf. Why dont you go back to 
your greedy, self-serving job to get more money which is all you GOPers care about. NO LOGGING IN 
TONGASS EVER YOU DAMN GREEDY BASTARDS!!!! 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, C. Mendel 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Mendelsohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alex Mendelsohn and I live in Kennebunk, Maine. 
 
 
tRUMP's ignorance is a danger to ecosystems. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alex Mendelsohn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 8:54:37 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Mendelsohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Mendelsohn 
Ventura, CA 93004 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Mendelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marion Mendelson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Quinn 
Last name: Mendelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongass wild. Uphold the roadless rule. God bless America, let's save some of it. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandy 
Last name: Menden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandy Menden and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandy Menden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Mendenhall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Casey Mendenhall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Mendenhall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
I hope you will consider the legacy you are leaving your children and grandchildren if you continue strip out 
irreplaceble resources like the Tongass forest. Do you really want to be known for that? Rather stand up for the 
future and the world you want your grandchildren and their children to have. 
 
Regards, Douglas Mendenhall 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: gerald 
Last name: mendes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is gerald mendes and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, gerald mendes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stacey 
Last name: Mendes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stacey Mendes and I live in Barnstable, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stacey Mendes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mayra & Vasco 
Last name: Mendez & Chavez Molins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
See attached file(s) 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
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Tongass Comment Final 
 
Intro 
 
The Tongass National Forest as well as the people and wildlife that inhabit this area are at threat from the 
proposed [ldquo]state specific roadless rule[rdquo], which aims to [ldquo]discontinue the existing 
regulation[rsquo]s prohibitions and instead rely upon existing statutory and management plan direction for 
managing roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest[rdquo][1]. This proposal poses a direct threat to 32 
federally recognized tribes as well as three endangered species and two threatened species listed under the 
ESA. Allowing the timber industry to log one of the oldest growth rainforests in the world will drastically affect 
the region's biodiversity and ultimately affect America[rsquo]s largest carbon sink[2]. Likewise, allowing the 
issuance of permits for logging will also lead to road construction and resources extraction, which is destructive 
to fish and wildlife habitats. This will also increase the potential risk of fire and negatively impact 
Tongass[rsquo] 77 major watersheds.  
 
More than 500 scientists have signed a joint letter stating that the Roadless Rule is the [ldquo]most 
scientifically credible approach for managing and protecting our last undeveloped national forest[rdquo]. 
However, the Forest Service (FS) preferred alternative challenges this and proposes the removal of 9.2 million 
inventoried roadless acres, while also claiming that [ldquo]the exception will have minimal environmental and 
economic effects[rdquo]. This doubtful assumption is made on the flawed premise that [ldquo]no more logging 
or road building is likely to occur regardless of whether the roadless rule applies to the Tongass[rdquo]. In fact, 
this proposal will affect the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, a threatened species that depends on old growth forests 
to survive. Road construction for timber transportation will directly affect the endangered humpback whale by 
increasing coastal habitat pollution, one of the major threats to this species. In addition, a recent study by 
[ldquo]Taxpayers For Common Sense[rdquo], a non-partisan budget watchdog in Washington DC, calculated 
that the U.S. Forest Service has lost nearly 600 million dollars over two decades through road building and 
timber sales on the Tongass National Forest[3]. Opening more areas in the Tongass to logging could 
accelerate this issue. The proposal to allow logging in Tongass is not only a threat to the regions biodiversity 
and the native communities that depend on it, but it will also cost taxpayers millions of dollars for an industry 
that has historically lost money in this region. 
 
Who we are and why this matters to us 
 
My name is Vasco Chavez-Molina and I am currently pursuing a master[rsquo]s degree in environmental policy 
from the University of Colorado Boulder. Being born and raised in Peru, I have experienced first-hand how the 
timber industry has depleted the Amazon rainforest. In Peru, environmental laws are weak and with the 
increase in corruption over the years, private companies have been able to utilize the country[rsquo]s natural 
resources to their economic advantage. I would hate to see this happen in the United States, a country that has 
welcomed me with open arms since the day I got here 6 years ago. In addition, just like the Amazon rainforest, 
the Tongass National Forest is a biodiversity hotspot that should be preserved for its intrinsic value. Americans 
often criticize mass deforestation in the Amazon, so allowing this proposal to go through would be hypocritical. 
The U.S. is well known for its strict environmental laws, many of which have not been taken into account in this 
proposal. I believe the Forest Service has not consulted with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) on many 
issues and therefore could potentially violate legal requirements contained in laws such as the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA). 
 



My name is Mayra Mendez and I am in the same Master[rsquo]s Program at the University of Colorado Boulder 
with Vasco. I grew up in Illinois where the landscape is covered by suburbs and cities, where greenspace is not 
a priority. I strive to preserve the land that we have that is not touched by our destruction.  It is not only 
important that the Roadless Rule continues in the Tongass National Forest for the ecosystem, but for the 
purpose of having a pristine land accessible to all. As a young professional I see the necessity of preserving 
the Tongass National Forest.  It is the largest intact forest in the United States and I hope to one-day visit, 
without having to witness the impacts from the timber industries destructive logging practices. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is public land, and decisions such as these should involve the public. It is 
important that we as the public have our input considered. It is unjust that the Forest Service has prepared a 
draft environmental impact statement that fails to consider many federal regulations and when considered there 
are no details or significant information to base such an important decision on. 
 
Environmentalism has always been a part of my life. It is our responsibility to ensure that economic driven 
decisions are carefully considered before decisions are made that will create irreversible commitment of our 
resources. I stand with the Alaskan Native tribes who fear that the proposed rule will endanger their sacred 
land but also create a disturbance to their way of living. It is unfair to continue to impose social injustice on 
these communities. It is important to me and a majority of Alaskan residents that this proposed rule does not 
pass[4]. 
 
For example, the Forest Service continuously cites the [ldquo]2016 Forest Plan[rdquo] as their major source of 
evidence for species conservation. The majority of this DEIS relies on the biological assessments (BA) 
conducted by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA) for the 2016 forest plant. However, the new Forest 
Service plan is fundamentally different to that introduced in 2016. The new plan aims to open areas for logging 
that will no longer be protected by the roadless rule. Furthermore, as part of the proposed exception, the Forest 
Service would be able to modify an additional 185,000 acres of inventoried roadless areas. The 2016 Forest 
Plan should not be considered as a source of evidence for this proposal and instead be amended. Under 
section 7 of the ESA, the Forest Service has the responsibility to consult with FWS, undertake a new biological 
assessment (not the one done by NOAA), and ultimately determine the adverse impacts on the species 
affected. Failure to do this violates the Endangered Species Act. In fact, the Endangered Species Act Claim 
clearly states that a [ldquo]failure to prepare a biological assessment is comparable to a failure to prepare an 
environmental impact statement[rdquo]. It is important to us that the Forest Service abides to these regulations, 
because we would hate to see U.S. environmental policies ignored the same way many Peruvian 
environmental laws have been blatantly ignored. 
 
Furthermore, environmental conservation has always been a part of our lives. It is our responsibility to ensure 
that economic driven decisions are heavily considered before decisions are made that will create irreversible 
commitment of our resources. We stand with the Alaskan Native tribes who fear that the proposed rule will 
endanger their sacred land, as well as the endangered and threatened species susceptible to this proposal. 
 
Failure to Create a Biological Assessment Undermines Federal Environmental Regulations  
 
The proposed rule would reverse the 2001 roadless rule as applied to the Tongass National Forest, a rule that 
would still remain applicable to 44.7 million acres of National Forest, and that for the most part prohibits road 
construction, reconstruction, timber harvest, and sale. The Tongass is currently more than 90% undeveloped 
and is unique in comparison to other national forests with respect to size, percentage of inventoried roadless 
areas (IRA[rsquo]s), and the dependency of 32 communities on federal land. Similarly, the Tongass National 
Forest is home to a significant portion of the world[rsquo]s last remaining temperate rainforest and supports 
abundant wildlife such as 95% of the entire population of brown bears in the United States. 
 
            The U.S. Department of Agriculture has identified [ldquo]Alternative 6[rdquo] as the preferred 
alternative for this proposal. Alternative 6 would except the Tongass from the 2001 roadless rule and allow 
maximum timber harvest as well as remove 9.2 million inventoried roadless acres on the Tongass. This 
alternative will result in a greater degree of fragmentation as well as a greater effect on 947 watersheds, which 
provide cold clean water that sustain the majority of the tribes and wildlife throughout the region. 
 
Most importantly though, this proposal fails to adhere to federal environmental laws. This undermines the 
credibility of the DEIS and weakens the proposal overall. The Forest Service is supposed to have asked FWS 
and NMFS whether any listed species may be present and affected in the [ldquo]action area[rdquo]. Not only 



did they not do this, but they listed some of the species present in the area and claimed that their actions would 
have minimal consequences on the survival of the species without even conducting a biological assessment. 
Issues such as these are exemplified across the entire EIS, ultimately affecting the proposals credibility on 
environmental issues. For example, despite acknowledging that road construction will pose environmental risks 
to marine wildlife, the EIS claims that [ldquo]excepting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule would have 
negligible effects on marine habitat[rdquo]. These contentions are both problematic and appalling because they 
show no evidence to back up their claims 
 
The Forest Service is obligated to make a cost benefit analysis, that needs to be included in a DEIS available 
for public comment. 
 
Alternative 6 of the DEIS is arbitrary and capricious 
 
In October 2019 a report was released by Taxpayers for Common Sense, a non-profit nonpartisan organization 
focuses on the federal budget in Washington D.C., reported on the timber budget in the Tongass National 
Forest. In the report it was noted that over the last 20 fiscal years (FY1999-2018), the U.S Forest Service has 
spent $632 million in connection with its timber sale program in the Tongass and collected $33.8 million in 
timber sale receipts, resulting in a net loss of $598.2 million. The U.S Forest Service lost $29.9 million per year, 
on average from FY1999 to FY2018. Tongass timber sale revenues covered just 5.4 percent of timber sale 
costs[5]. The fact of the matter is that the timber industry in the Tongass is no longer economically viable and 
yet for reasons that are not explained the Forest Service continues to promote it. This alone would make the 
adoption of alternative 6 arbitrary and capricious because the Forest Service has failed to make a 
[ldquo]rational connection to the facts found and the choice made[rdquo] which is required based on Motor 
Vehicle Manufactures Ass[rsquo]n v. State Farm Insurance Co case (463 U.S. 29 (1983). 
 
If the Tongass National Forest is exempt from the Roadless Rule, roadbuilding costs will likely increase. The 
USFS constructs or reconditions roads to provide harvesters access to timber stands. The cost of maintenance 
and current maintenance backlog is not considered. Covering roadbuilding costs improves the economics of a 
timber sale for logging companies, but also significantly increases the total costs of the USFS timber program 
to the American Tax Payer. The USFS spending on roads in the Tongass made up more than 40 percent of all 
timber sale expenses from FY1999 to FY2018. 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule prohibits new road construction and reconstruction in inventoried roadless areas with 
national forests, including 9.2 million acres in the Tongass. Exempting those acres from the rule in the future 
would allow the USFS to expand timber sales to new areas, which would require comparatively more road 
construction for timber access. This would only drive up USFS expenses and deepen taxpayer losses from 
Tongass timber sales. 
 
The cost of carbon needs to be considered in the cost benefit analysis as required by federal regulation  
 
Nowhere in the DEIS has the USDA Forest Service mention the cost of carbon. The Tongass is the biggest 
national forest in the United States and arguably one of the biggest tools to confront climate change. 
Encouraging more logging would make the Tongass National Forest a contributor to climate change. When 
forests are logged, the carbon that had been stored in the trees and soil is ejected into the atmosphere again. A 
report published in 2016 found one proposal to log old-growth trees in the Tongass would result in greenhouse 
gas emissions comparable to what would be added to the atmosphere if you put 4 million new vehicles on the 
road and had them drive around for the next 100 years[6]. In High Country Conservation Advocates v. U.S. 
Forest Service 52 F. Supp. 3d 1174 (D. Colo. 2015) and Center for Biological Diversity v. National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2010) the courts held that it is not enough to quantify 
emission but must also assess the cost of carbon. The Interagency Working Group has made it easy for 
agencies to calculate the cost of carbon and the USDA Forest Service should not be exempt from calculating 
this into the economic factors associated with the Tongass National Forest[7].. The Forest Service is required  
to consider the cost of carbon in a cost benefit analysis (CBA). Through the CBA it will be evident that the cost 
of carbon alone outweighs any economic benefits, including that of the timber industry. 
 
The Outdoor Recreational Industry needs to be considered in the cost benefit analysis 
 
According to the Outdoor Industry Association the State of Alaska generates 7.3 billion in consumer spending 
annually. About 72,000 direct jobs are maintained and $337 million are generated in state and local tax 



revenue[8]. Outdoor recreation is a major driver of economic activity in Alaska. The DEIS clearly states that the 
proposed rule will have direct negative effects to the outdoor industry. Impacts to existing outfitter/guide use are 
likely to be greatest where changes in roadless designations allow development in remote areas that are used 
for outfitter/guide activities dependent on high scenic integrity and undisturbed landscapes. Changes in 
roadless area designations could also affect outfitter/guide use in other adjacent or nearby areas as 
outfitter/guides displaced from one location seek other places to take clients. Some use areas are presently at 
capacity, which could serve to exacerbate potential displacement effects. Long-term changes in roadless area 
management could affect the Forest[rsquo]s ability to meet future outfitter/guide demands[9]. Effects to the 
outdoor recreational sector should be evaluated as the State of Alaska significantly benefits economically from 
this sector. The proposed rule is bound to have significant disruption in the outdoor recreation industry, the 
agency has an obligation to evaluative the effect of the proposed rule, failure to do so will result in significant 
economic lost to the State of Alaska. The outdoor recreation industry contributes 72,000 jobs, if the industry is 
cut there will be many Alaskan residents out of work, which ultimately defeat the goals of economic growth 
proposed by the rule. 
 
Existence Value must be considered in the cost benefit analysis 
 
When considering economic value of the Tongass National Forest the agency must also look at existence 
value of wildlife. In the DEIS the Forest Service has failed to address many endangered species that will be 
effected by the proposed rule. The Forest Service has an obligation to consider not only wildlife  but also 
endangered species in the Tongass National Forest. The proposed rule has direct implications to endangered 
species, are the economic values greater than the preservation of a specie? It is important that the Forest 
Service takes these existence values into consideration when completing a cost benefit analysis. 
 
The Forest Service has an obligation to produce a cost benefit analysis for the Tongass National Forest. In the 
DEIS alternative 6 focuses on economic opportunity through the exemption of the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
However the Forest Service has failed to conduct a cost benefit analysis to include road maintenance, the cost 
of carbon and the economic cost to the recreational industry. In addition the impact of  wildlife that will result 
from this proposed rule which cannot be quantified but have existence value to our society and biological 
systems. The proposed rule will inflict an irreversible commitment of resources that cannot be justified by 
economic gains. 
 
Primary Habitat for Species such as the Queen Charlotte Goshawk and Marbled Murrelet will become 
fragmented due to Logging and Road Construction 
 
            The Tongass National Forest is already naturally fragmented. If you look at its geography and 
topography, one can easily notice the island separations, patchy distributions of old growth forest, and a variety 
of landscape conditions. Increasing the already natural fragmentation will lead to habitat loss, eventually 
decreasing the amount of interior old growth forest habitat. This type of habitat is critical for the survival of two 
threatened species, the Queen Charlotte Goshawk and the Marbled Murrelet. 
 
            In addition to the effects of fragmentation on threatened species, alternative 6 would result in the most 
fragmentation because of its proposal to log in more remote watersheds and roadless areas. It is well known 
that habitat fragmentation leads to species isolation, and therefore poses a greater risk for local extinctions. 
This applies to all wildlife and not only those listed as threatened or endangered. However, threatened and 
endangered species may face a higher threat due to their low population numbers. The Forest Service has 
failed to address the impacts of fragmentation, habitat loss, penetration into remote roadless areas, and greater 
road lengths for several listed species. This is the case for Queen Charlotte Goshawk (T), Marbled Murrelet (T), 
Short Tailed Albatross (EN), Humpback whale (EN), and Eskimo Curlew (EN). Their actions would be arbitrary 
and capricious because the Forest Service would have failed to consider an important aspect of their proposal, 
the impact of logging on threatened species. 
 
Conservation Provisions under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) have been blatantly ignored 
 
            Section 7 of the ESA clearly states that Federal Agencies must (1) request information about listed 
species from the FWS and NMFS, (2) prepare a BA to ascertain impacts and (3) consult with the FWS and 
NMFS if adverse impacts are found. Although no laws or regulations have been broken yet, the DEIS clearly 
shows that the Forest Service has not followed many of the requirements imposed under the ESA. If this 
proposal does go through, then the Forest Service would be in violation of the ESA. 



 
            The Endangered Species Act clearly states that [ldquo]federal agencies must ensure that their actions 
are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or threatened species or result 
in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat of such species[rdquo]. [sect] 7(a)(2). The fact that 
the Forest Service chose alternative 6 as their preferred alternative, demonstrates that the agency has no 
problem in destroying or adversely modifying the critical habitat for threatened or endangered species in the 
Tongass. Alternative 6 will [ldquo]provide the maximum additional timber harvest opportunity, remove 9.2 
million inventoried roadless acres on the Tongass, and convert a net total of 165,000 old growth acres and 
20,000 young growth acres[rdquo]. 
 
            The Forest Service appears to be aware that endangered species are present in the area, but it has 
failed to prepare a biological assessment (or biological evaluation) and has failed to formally consult with FWS. 
Instead, the Forest Service has cited the 2016 Forest Plan and used NOAA[rsquo]s BA as their own; but the 
proposed rule involves a new action that triggers a new requirement for the Forest Service to comply with the 
ESA. The agency[rsquo]s failure to do so in this case directly violates the ESA.  It might also be arbitrary and 
capricious because the Forest Service entirely failed to consider important aspects of the problem as well as 
considering relevant factors[10]. What the Forest Service has done is fundamentally wrong because the 2016 
Forest Plan does not account for a major changes on the roadless rule that allow for logging in areas that are 
no longer protected. The Forest Service proposal needs a new BA that specifically addresses their proposal 
and its effects on old growth forests and the species that depend on it. 
 
            Moreover, the Forest Service must comply with the [ldquo]strict substantive provisions of the ESA, and 
its procedural requirements designed to ensure compliance with the substantive provisions[rdquo]. The Forest 
Service has clearly failed to comply with many of these provisions and therefore should provide the Secretary 
with [ldquo]the best scientific and commercial data available[rdquo] on the effects of their actions on threatened 
and endangered species.  16 U.S.C 1536 (a)(2). Using NOAA[rsquo]s BA as evidence is not only not enough; it 
fails to address the major changes that their proposal will have on individual species. Furthermore, 
consideration of cumulative effects under section 7 of the ESA requires the Forest Service to [ldquo]insure that 
any action authorized, funded or carried out by such agency is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence 
of any endangered or threatened species[rdquo]. The Forest Service is implicitly ignoring biological information 
by not doing their own BA. Furthermore, CEQ rules require federal agencies, such as the Forest Service, to get 
necessary information that can be reasonably obtained 40 CFR 1502.22. Not only is the Forest Service 
ignoring their need to conduct a new Biological Assessment, but they are also violating CEQ rules. Ultimately, if 
this proposal goes through, then the Forest Service would have violated the ESA by [ldquo]failing to use the 
best information available to prepare a comprehensive biological assessment considering all stages of their 
action, and thus failing to adequately assess whether their action was likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of endangered and threatened species 7(a)(2)[rdquo]. 
 
The population of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk in the Tongass must be listed under the ESA 
 
            Although distinct population segments of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, a subspecies of the Northern 
Goshawk, are currently listed as threatened under the ESA, the Tongass population is not. The Fish and 
Wildlife Service decided that the Alaskan population was [ldquo]sufficiently protected by the Tongass 
Plan[rdquo] and therefore did not need to be listed. If the Forest Service proposal to adopt Alternative 6 (or any 
of the other action alternatives) goes through, then the basis for the decision to not list the Tongass population 
of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk will be removed and the FWS will have to reconsider its decision.  Removing 
the Roadless Rule could extirpate this species population only protection. If this is the case, then The Fish and 
Wildlife Service must intervene this proposal and list the Alaskan Queen Charlotte Goshawk population under 
the ESA. 
 
            The Queen Charlotte Goshawk prefers mature and old growth forest habitats for nesting and foraging. 
These old growth habitats are the ones targeted by alternative 6, posing a threat to this species home. In 
addition, alternative 6 will create longer road developments, increase habitat fragmentation, and deforestation. 
The Queen Charlotte Goshawks typically nests in [ldquo]large patches of tall, mature, and old trees with dense 
canopies[rdquo]. Due to their high value, these are the type of trees that the timber industry is interested in. As 
stated before, alternative 6 would remove 24,000 old growth acres, a substantial portion of the 
goshawk[rsquo]s habitat. 
 



            Very much like in the Northern Spotted Owl v. Hodel case, [ldquo]allowing the continued old growth 
harvesting is likely to lead to the extinction of the subspecies in the foreseeable future[rdquo]. The most recent 
research from the Center for Biological Diversity shows that Queen Charlottes Goshawks high mortality rates 
are linked with heavily logged forests[rdquo]. Similarly, previous research shows that availability of adequate 
prey resources has been linked to goshawk territory, occupancy, and breeding success. The Queen Charlotte 
Goshawk is a keystone specie, so a threat to the survival of the species will have a major effect on the entire 
ecosystem. In addition, the Forest Service presents [ldquo]three Key Issues[rdquo] in their DEIS, which include 
Roadless Area Conservation, Support Social and Socioeconomic well-being, and conserve terrestrial habitat. 
Questionably, by choosing alternative 6 as the preferred alternative, they would not satisfy any of their three 
key issues. For example the third key issue, conserving terrestrial habitat, strictly contradicts alternative 6, 
which would generate the most logging and road building. Therefore, one could argue that alternative 6 does 
not satisfy any of the three key issues, and choosing it would be arbitrary and capricious.     
 
            The sub population of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk must be listed under the ESA threatened species 
if the Forest Service proposal is to go through. If this is the case, then critical habitat for this species must be 
assigned, making it extremely difficult for the Forest Service proposal and alternative 6 to be authorized. 
Nonetheless, if the roadless rule is removed and the Queen Charlotte Goshawk subpopulation does not 
become listed, the Service[rsquo]s decision would be [ldquo]arbitrary and capricious or contrary to law[rdquo]. 
 
The population of the Marbled Murrelet in the Tongass Must be listed under the ESA 
 
            Similar to the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, the Marbled Murrelet is federally listed as threatened under 
the ESA. However, this does not include the Tongass population. Fish and Wildlife Service listed the Marbled 
Murrelet population as threatened in 1992 for the Pacific Region population, which includes California, Oregon, 
and Washington. Once again, the Tongass Roadless Rule served as a strong protection for the species 
subpopulation, and as a result this population was not listed under the ESA[11]. Removing this rule will 
drastically affect the species future. While FWS does not list this sub population as threatened, the Marbled 
Murrelet is listed as Endangered on the International Union for Conservation of Natures Red List (IUCN). 
Furthermore, the Forest Service commitment to [ldquo]conserving terrestrial habitat[rdquo] under their 
[ldquo]three key issues[rdquo] does not align with their preferred alternative (alternative 6) which would destroy 
Marbled Murrelet habitat. Alternative 6 would not satisfy the Forest Service [ldquo]three key issue[rdquo], 
especially conserving terrestrial habitat, and therefore choosing alternative 6 would be arbitrary and capricious.   
 
            This very strange and mysterious seabird breeds inland on mountains near the coast and nests high up 
in mature old growth forests several miles inland (sometimes up to 50 miles) from the ocean. Alternative 6 of 
the Forest Service proposal will place a direct threat to this species habitat. Previous research shows that 
fragmenting the Marbled Murrelet habitat, can affect its breeding success. 
 
            Most importantly though, allowing this proposal to go through will remove the only protection for this 
subpopulation. For nearly two decades road building and logging has been prohibited in the Tongass, providing 
a strong conservation mechanism for the survival of this specie. 
 
The Forest Service has not conducted a biological assessment for their proposal and therefore has not 
provided the [ldquo]best scientific and commercial data available[rdquo]. Instead the Forest Service conducted 
a comprehensive assessment, which is arguably neither comprehensive nor substantial enough. By not 
providing enough information on their effects on Marbled Murrelets, one could argue that their assessment 
violates NEPA rather than the ESA 40 CFR 1502.22. In fact, most of the information stated on their EIS on 
Marbled Murrelets come from the 90[rsquo]s with the most recent research cited in 2007. This does not provide 
a reliable depiction of their proposal effects on Marbled Murrelet and therefore can[rsquo]t be trusted. The 
Forest Service has the responsibility to conduct a new Biological Assessment that evaluates the effects of old 
growth forest logging and fragmentation on Marbled Murrelets. In addition, removing the roadless rule would 
require FWS to consider listing this subpopulation under the ESA. Without any sort of protection and the added 
threats of logging, road building and habitat fragmentation, the survival of this species will be at risk. Just like 
their counterparts in California, Oregon, and Washington, the Tongass sub population must become listed 
under the ESA. If FWS decides not to list the subpopulation, then it must under law suggest reasonable and 
prudent alternatives that will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 
 
Environmental effects on the Endangered Short Tailed Albatross would violate the ESA 
 



            This pelagic sea bird forages offshore and in shelf-break waters through the North Pacific Ocean and is 
listed under the ESA as Endangered. The FWS has assigned Alaska as a lead region for the conservation of 
this species, and estimates the world population of Short Tailed Albatross to be under 2,200 birds. This species 
is known to forage in near shore waters adjacent to the Tongass and therefore could be at threat from the 
Forest Service proposal. In fact, the DEIS conducted by the Forest Service clearly states that Short Tailed 
Albatross [ldquo]could be affected by reduced marine water quality due to activities in the nearshore 
environment, including LTF use, log raft towing, vessel traffic, and timber harvest within the beach 
fringe[rdquo]. However, the DEIS fails to address the concrete effects on the species by just stating the 
[ldquo]possible[rdquo] effects. This is unacceptable, especially due to the low number of individuals remaining. 
The Forest Service must consult with FWS and find out if their proposal will jeopardize the continued existence 
of the Short Tailed Albatross. Just stating the possible effects is not enough. The Forest Service must conduct 
a Biological Assessment that [ldquo]ascertains whether the species or its critical habitat is likely to be adversely 
affected by this proposal,[rdquo] and if so, it must consult with the FWS as required by [sect] 7(a)(2) of the 
ESA. 
 
The Forest Service is violating its duty to conserve the Endangered Humpback Whale 
 
The Western North Pacific stock of Humpback whales, which includes the Tongass population, was listed as 
Endangered under the ESA back in 1973. In Alaska, critical habitat was designated south of Anchorage and on 
the Alaskan Peninsula. Populations in the Tongass were among the best conserved, in fact recent estimates of 
the Central-North Pacific stock found 1,115 unique identifications in South East Alaska, accounting for 66.8% of 
the Central-North Pacific stock. The roadless rule has served as a strong protection for the Tongass waters and 
its species.  Removing it will pose a direct threat to the Central North Pacific Stock. 
 
Research has shown that some of the greatest threats to humpback whales today are entanglements in fishing 
gear, ship strikes and coastal habitat pollution. The latter two would result in potential impacts if the Forest 
Service proposal goes through. Under all action alternatives, especially alternative 6, activities implemented 
under the Forest Plan would result in higher vessel traffic and marine activity associated with LTF use and log 
transport. Because humpback whales inhabit coastal areas, [ldquo]they will become increasingly exposed to 
human activity[rdquo] through this proposal. The Forest Service must not allow future endangerment to an 
already endangered species. Conservation for this species is required under the ESA through the [ldquo]use of 
all methods and procedures necessary to bring any endangered or threatened species back to the point at 
which the measures provided under the ESA are no longer necessary[rdquo]. See ESA [sect][sect] 3(3) & 
7(a)(1).  Similarly, under section 7 of the ESA, the Forest Service must not [ldquo]jeopardize the continued 
existence of an endangered species[rdquo]. ESA [sect] 7(a)(2).  Selecting alternative 6 as the preferred 
alternative violates section 7 of the ESA as well as the ESA[rsquo]s affirmative duty to conserve listed species. 
 
Ultimately, the Forest Service did not ensure compliance with the substantives provisions of the ESA, by 
skipping step 1 and 2 of the consultation process. All agencies proposing to take an action [ldquo]must inquire 
with the FWS whether any threatened or endangered species are present in the area of the proposed 
action[rdquo] 1536(a)(2). If the answer is affirmative [ldquo]a biological assessment must be undertaken to 
determine if such species is likely to be affected by the action[rdquo]. By failing to do this the Forest Service 
has provided an unreliable depiction of the effects of their proposed actions on threatened and endangered 
species. In order to fully understand the effects of their proposal the Forest Service must prepare a Biological 
Assessment and eventually assure that their proposed actions won[rsquo]t have detrimental effects on the 
survival of humpback whales. 
 
No consideration on the Endangered Eskimo Curlew 
 
The Forest Service DEIS clearly states that Eskimo Curlews are not considered as inhabiting the Tongass 
National Forest. The Forest Service makes this claim without a single source to support it. All they state is that: 
[ldquo]there is no potential occurrence in the analysis area[rdquo]. This is a big mistake on their part because 
by ignoring an endangered species that may exist in the action area of their proposal, they would be in direct 
violation of the ESA and more importantly the consultation process under section 7 of the ESA. Indeed, FWA 
includes the Tongass as part of the species range. This shows once again how the Forest Service has violated 
the basic requirements of the ESA that it: (1) request information about listed species from the FWS and 
NMFS, (2) prepare a BA to ascertain impacts and (3) consult with the FWS and NMFS if adverse impacts are 
found. 
 



            Moreover, if the Forest Service truly believes that there are no Eskimo Curlews in the Tongass National 
Forest, then they should conduct a status review (Northern Spotted Owl v Hodel) under the consultation of the 
Fish and Wildlife Service. The Forest Service should assemble a group of experts to determine if any Eskimo 
Curlews are present in the action area. The Forest Service proposal must not be allowed to proceed without 
any evidence that shows that Eskimo Curlews are not present and will not be affected under their preferred 
alternative. 
 
The Forest Service has failed to adequately address the National Historic Preservation Act  
 
Apart from possible violations to the ESA, the DEIS undermines federal requirements under the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The Tongass National Forest is comprised of approximately 17 million acres. 
Cities within the Tongass National Forest include Yakutat, Hoonah, Sitka, Juneau, Petersburg, Wrangell, 
Thorne Bay, Craig, and Ketchikan. The Alaska Historic Preservation office has adapted historic properties in 
the cities of Sitka, Juneau and Ketchikan, all of which are deeply rooted in Native Alaskan History. The city of 
Sitka has 20 different sites designated as historical under the Alaska Historic Preservation Office. Many of the 
historical sites in the city Sitka have strong ties to the Tlingit people. The Tlingit people settled in Sitka over 
10,000 years ago. In the draft environmental impact statement, the USDA Forest Service states that 
approximately 6 percent (26,418 acres) of the Sitka community use area (CUA) is presently managed in 
development land use designation (LUD). This total would increase under all action alternatives, with net gains 
ranging from about 230 acres (Alternatives 2 and 3) to 64,600 acres (Alternatives 5 and 6). The net gains are 
substantial with no clear indication of what areas within Sitka will be developed. 
 
Juneau the capital of Alaska has 23 historical listings within its boundaries. Juneau[rsquo]s CUA encompasses 
a total of 2,029,326 acres. Most of this area (79 percent) is presently managed as roadless. [12] Within Juneau, 
X[rsquo]un[aacute]xi is one of the 23 historical listings, which is a traditional cultural property that was the site 
of the first Auk Tlingit village in the Juneau area. It is described by Tlingit people as a shamanic landscape due 
to the presence of shamans[rsquo] graves and is considered a spiritual place and a ceremonial space used by 
contemporary Tlingit people. The area is a place to go for spiritual renewal, a place to acquire spirits, and 
where Tlingit people feed the spirits of their ancestors[13]. Approximately 1 percent (10,633 acres) of the 
Juneau CUA is presently managed in development LUDs. This total would increase under all action 
alternatives, with net gains ranging from about 37 acres (Alternatives 2 to 4) to 139,600 acres (Alternative 6).  
Alternatives 2-6 pose a threat to the historical sites in Juneau, the most concerning is X[rsquo]un[aacute]xi 
because of it culture significance[14].  
 
Ketchikan a city within the Tongass National Forest has a total of 18 designated historical sites. The Totem 
Bight State Historical Park is located within the Ketchikan. The park is located on the former site of a traditional 
Native campground known as Mud Village and Mud Bight Village. The totem poles were abandoned by the 
natives when moved to areas with more job opportunities[15]. Each totem pole has a distinct meaning to the 
native people who inhabited the land. Approximately 6 percent (121,179 acres) of the Ketchikan CUA is 
presently managed in 
 
development LUDs. This total would increase under all action alternatives, with net gains ranging from about 
10,600 acres (Alternative 2) to 292,200 acres (Alternatives 5 and 6)[16].  
 
Under the National Historical Preservation Act, historic property is defined to include: [ldquo]any prehistoric or 
historic district, site, building, structure, or object, included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register. 36 
C.F.R [sect]800.2 (e). The rules require the action agency to make a [ldquo]reasonable and good faith effort to 
identify historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking[rdquo] in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO). 36 C.F.R [sect] 800.4 (b). In the draft environmental impact statement, the Forest 
Service has consulted with the with the State of Alaska Department of Natural Resources, Division of Parks 
and Outdoor Recreation, Office of History and Archaeology, resulting in a letter from the State Historic 
Preservation Officer concurring with the Forest Service[rsquo]s determination that changes in management 
direction for designated roadless areas on the Tongass would not result in an undertaking, as defined in 36 
CFR 800.16. Although road construction and/or timber harvest could potentially increase within some 
designated roadless areas, impacts under the NHPA would be based on site-specific proposals, which are 
currently unknown, and would be addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses. 
 
The very fact that the Forest Service was required to prepare an EIS for this rule strongly suggests that this is 
indeed an undertaking. NEPA is a "close statutory analog" to the NHPA. San Carlos Apache Tribe v. United 



States, 417 F.3d 1091, 1097 (9th Cir. 2005). "Because of the operational similarity between the two statutes, 
courts generally treat [ldquo]major federal actions[rdquo] under the NEPA as closely analogous to 
[ldquo]federal undertakings[rdquo] under the NHPA." Sac and Fox Nation of Mo. v. Norton, 240 F.3d 1250 
(10th Cir. 2001).  A federal undertaking requires that the agency completes a full analysis on the effects of the 
proposed rule and it is evident in the DEIS that the Forest Service has failed to comply with these 
requirements. Failure to comply will ultimately create an undertaking to these sacred locations. 
 
There are 61 sites recognized by the Alaska[rsquo]s State Historic Preservation Office in the Tongass National 
Forest. There is no doubt that the proposed rule will have a tremendous effect on these various sites. The 
proposed rule has no mention of the direct effect or potential effects it will have on these historical preservation 
sites. Sitka, Juneau and Ketchikan all have less than 6 percent of developed land, the proposed rule will 
exempt all undeveloped land from the roadless rule. It is necessary that USDA Forest Service addresses this 
issue. The draft environmental impact statement states that issue that arise will be addressed on a site- specific 
proposal. The agencies failure to identify the potential issues and submit substantial information in the draft 
environmental impact statement is in violation of The National Historical Preservation Act considering the 
agency has not made [ldquo]reasonable and good faith effort to identify historic properties that may be affected 
by the undertaking[rdquo]. In comparison to Pueblo of Sandia v. United States (50 F.3d 856) case, where the 
agency had failed to also to make a reasonable, good faith effort in identify Historical Preservation site. The 
duty of the Forest Service is clearly identified in the National Historical Preservation Act, and the agency must 
comply. 
 
Proposed Rule Create Environmental Injustice 
 
The disparities among Native communities in Alaska are rooted in its history. In 1959 when Alaska became a 
state, 104.5 million acres of Native land was transferred to public domain and then transferred to the state. It 
wasn[rsquo]t until 1971 that Congress approved the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 USC 1601-1624)  
which authorized Alaska Natives to select and receive title to 44 million acres of public land in Alaska, and 
$962,000,000 in cash as settlement of their aboriginal claim to land in the State[17]. The inequalities faced by 
Native communities in 1959 continue to be prevalent today. 
 
The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal governments, passed a resolution in 
support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will not only 
destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively contribute to the ongoing genocide of 
Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are integral to the forest. The proposed rule will 
have significant effects on the indigenous communities, at the cost of temporary economic relief. The proposed 
rule exemplifies and further advances inequalities faced by many Indian Tribes. Alaskan Natives have 
continuously inhabited Southeast Alaska and the Tongass for thousands of years, relying on the bounty of 
salmon, deer and moose for food. Inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds which provide cold, 
clean water that sustains many of the tribes in Alaska. Inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity 
and help ensure the continued protection of indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to spiritual, social, 
nutritional, and ecological value. 
 
The first nations include the Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian, and the forest itself is named for the Tlingit people 
who inhabited the southernmost areas of Southeast Alaska near what is now the city of Ketchikan. 
Dependence on the land is still a way of life here, a cultural tradition as well as a necessity, made possible by 
the abundance of fish and wildlife in the region. Today, the Tongass is home to approximately 70,000 people 
spread among 32 communities, including approximately 32,000 in the state capital of Juneau. 
 
In February, the Organized Village of Kake and the other cooperating agencies received a robust, 500-page 
document, detailing the various options on the table for the Tongass National Forest. The Forest Service gave 
the tribes two weeks to submit comments, and for smaller tribes this task was impossible. The fact of the matter 
is that the Forest Service did not give the Tribes substantial amount of time to review the complicated 
document and submit comments within a two-week turnaround. The expectation to complete this task is unfair, 
and inequitable. When the tribes asked for more time from the Forest Service agency stated [ldquo]They said 
they had a timeline and they were going to stick to it[rdquo][18]. 
 
In the draft environmental impact statement, it highlights the cooperation between the Forest Service and the 
Native Tribes in Alaska. On July 30, 2018, the Forest Service invited 19 Southeast Alaska federally-recognized 
tribes to participate as cooperating agencies during the rulemaking process. Six tribes agreed to become 



cooperating agencies and entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). The tribes were invited to be 
cooperating agencies due to their specialized knowledge and expertise of land management, subsistence, 
natural resources, and potential impacts to specific communities within Alaska[19]. Many tribes within the 
community report that the agency has not taken the tribes input into consideration, that the attempt of 
cooperation is more of a formality. On October 29, 2019 in an unprecedented show of unity, the six federally 
recognized Tribal governments stepped forward to voice their concern over the federal government[rsquo]s 
handling of the proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process and its potential negative impact on tribally 
significant lands in the Tongass National Forest. [ldquo]In a joint letter to U.S. Secretary of Agriculture Sonny 
Perdue, the Angoon Cooperative Association, Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska, 
Hoonah Indian Association, Hydaburg Cooperative Association, Organized Village of Kake, and Organized 
Village of Kasaan expressed deep disappointment in the year-long process that has not been designed to be 
fair or equitable from the beginning and has completely ignored the Tribal governments[rsquo] voices and 
concerns. Concern was also expressed as a rushed timeline seemed more focused on political expediency 
rather than settling on an equitable solution that addressed Tribal concerns[20].[rdquo] 
 
[ldquo]It[rsquo]s absolutely critical that we be at the table instead of on the menu[rdquo] stated Richard 
Peterson, President of the Central Council of Tlingit and Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska (CCTHITA). Throughout 
the process Tribal leaders have felt their roles and responsibilities as [ldquo]cooperating agencies[rdquo] have 
been undermined by a politically motivated, expedited timeline to be finished by June 2020, even though all of 
the Tribal representatives repeatedly requested extensions in writing, at meetings, and during teleconferences 
with the United States Forest Service. The Tribes agreed to participate in this process as [ldquo]cooperating 
agencies[rdquo] in order to have meaningful engagement with, and provide unique knowledge and expertise to, 
the US Forest Service regarding the Alaska Roadless rulemaking process but that has not been the case. 
 
Native Tribes of Alaska continue to face issue of social injustice. It is the reasonability of the US Forest Service 
to ensure that this decision regarding the Tongass National Forest are reached through collaboration with the 
Native Tribes. Throughout the draft environmental impact statement, the idea of cooperation is embedded in 
the document however, it is not truly held. Alaskan Native Tribes are speaking out against the Forest Service 
saying that their concerns and ideas and not taken into consideration. The Forest Service should not promote 
collaboration if there is none occurring. 
 
Tongass Conclusion: 
 
The DEIS claims that the exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule will have 
minimal environmental and economic effects, on the Tongass National Forest but that is not the case. The 
exemption will result in maximum timber harvest and the removal of 9.2 million inventoried roadless acres.  The 
Forest Service cannot rationally claim that the exemption will not affect the environmental, Alaskan residents/ 
tribes, and endangered species. Our prepared comment demonstrates how the DEIS has failed to considered 
all the effects that the proposed rule will have. The DEIS fails to analyze the effects it will have on the 
endangered species, national historical sites, the environment, the Alaska economy and environmental and 
social justice. For the DEIS to make a claim that there will be minimal effects demonstrates the lack of analysis 
completed by the agency in the DEIS. 
 
The Forest Service DEIS lacks significant information critical to making the determination of exempting the 
Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  The DEIS makes no effort to evaluate the potential 
effects of the proposed rule on Native Tribes, endangered species and National Historical Preservation sites. If 
the Forest Service decides to commit to alternative 6 of the DEIS the agency is obligated under 40 CFR 
[sect]1502.22 to address the issues stated above and make the analysis available for public comment before a 
final decision is made. For all of the reasons listed here we urge the Forest Service to either withdraw the 
proposed rule or choose alternative 1, the no action alternative as its decision. For the benefit of present and 
future generations, the 2001 Roadless Rule should be retained on the Tongass National Forest.  Once the 
forest is opened to new roads and logging it will never be the same again. 
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Tongass Comment Final 
 
Intro 
 
The Tongass National Forest as well as the people and wildlife that inhabit this area are at threat from the 
proposed [ldquo]state specific roadless rule[rdquo], which aims to [ldquo]discontinue the existing 
regulation[rsquo]s prohibitions and instead rely upon existing statutory and management plan direction for 
managing roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest[rdquo][1]. This proposal poses a direct threat to 32 
federally recognized tribes as well as three endangered species and two threatened species listed under the 
ESA. Allowing the timber industry to log one of the oldest growth rainforests in the world will drastically affect 
the region's biodiversity and ultimately affect America[rsquo]s largest carbon sink[2]. Likewise, allowing the 
issuance of permits for logging will also lead to road construction and resources extraction, which is destructive 
to fish and wildlife habitats. This will also increase the potential risk of fire and negatively impact 
Tongass[rsquo] 77 major watersheds.  
 
More than 500 scientists have signed a joint letter stating that the Roadless Rule is the [ldquo]most 
scientifically credible approach for managing and protecting our last undeveloped national forest[rdquo]. 
However, the Forest Service (FS) preferred alternative challenges this and proposes the removal of 9.2 million 
inventoried roadless acres, while also claiming that [ldquo]the exception will have minimal environmental and 
economic effects[rdquo]. This doubtful assumption is made on the flawed premise that [ldquo]no more logging 
or road building is likely to occur regardless of whether the roadless rule applies to the Tongass[rdquo]. In fact, 
this proposal will affect the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, a threatened species that depends on old growth forests 
to survive. Road construction for timber transportation will directly affect the endangered humpback whale by 
increasing coastal habitat pollution, one of the major threats to this species. In addition, a recent study by 
[ldquo]Taxpayers For Common Sense[rdquo], a non-partisan budget watchdog in Washington DC, calculated 
that the U.S. Forest Service has lost nearly 600 million dollars over two decades through road building and 
timber sales on the Tongass National Forest[3]. Opening more areas in the Tongass to logging could 
accelerate this issue. The proposal to allow logging in Tongass is not only a threat to the regions biodiversity 
and the native communities that depend on it, but it will also cost taxpayers millions of dollars for an industry 
that has historically lost money in this region. 
 
Who we are and why this matters to us 
 
My name is Vasco Chavez-Molina and I am currently pursuing a master[rsquo]s degree in environmental policy 
from the University of Colorado Boulder. Being born and raised in Peru, I have experienced first-hand how the 
timber industry has depleted the Amazon rainforest. In Peru, environmental laws are weak and with the 
increase in corruption over the years, private companies have been able to utilize the country[rsquo]s natural 
resources to their economic advantage. I would hate to see this happen in the United States, a country that has 



welcomed me with open arms since the day I got here 6 years ago. In addition, just like the Amazon rainforest, 
the Tongass National Forest is a biodiversity hotspot that should be preserved for its intrinsic value. Americans 
often criticize mass deforestation in the Amazon, so allowing this proposal to go through would be hypocritical. 
The U.S. is well known for its strict environmental laws, many of which have not been taken into account in this 
proposal. I believe the Forest Service has not consulted with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) on many 
issues and therefore could potentially violate legal requirements contained in laws such as the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA). 
 
My name is Mayra Mendez and I am in the same Master[rsquo]s Program at the University of Colorado Boulder 
with Vasco. I grew up in Illinois where the landscape is covered by suburbs and cities, where greenspace is not 
a priority. I strive to preserve the land that we have that is not touched by our destruction.  It is not only 
important that the Roadless Rule continues in the Tongass National Forest for the ecosystem, but for the 
purpose of having a pristine land accessible to all. As a young professional I see the necessity of preserving 
the Tongass National Forest.  It is the largest intact forest in the United States and I hope to one-day visit, 
without having to witness the impacts from the timber industries destructive logging practices. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is public land, and decisions such as these should involve the public. It is 
important that we as the public have our input considered. It is unjust that the Forest Service has prepared a 
draft environmental impact statement that fails to consider many federal regulations and when considered there 
are no details or significant information to base such an important decision on. 
 
Environmentalism has always been a part of my life. It is our responsibility to ensure that economic driven 
decisions are carefully considered before decisions are made that will create irreversible commitment of our 
resources. I stand with the Alaskan Native tribes who fear that the proposed rule will endanger their sacred 
land but also create a disturbance to their way of living. It is unfair to continue to impose social injustice on 
these communities. It is important to me and a majority of Alaskan residents that this proposed rule does not 
pass[4]. 
 
For example, the Forest Service continuously cites the [ldquo]2016 Forest Plan[rdquo] as their major source of 
evidence for species conservation. The majority of this DEIS relies on the biological assessments (BA) 
conducted by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA) for the 2016 forest plant. However, the new Forest 
Service plan is fundamentally different to that introduced in 2016. The new plan aims to open areas for logging 
that will no longer be protected by the roadless rule. Furthermore, as part of the proposed exception, the Forest 
Service would be able to modify an additional 185,000 acres of inventoried roadless areas. The 2016 Forest 
Plan should not be considered as a source of evidence for this proposal and instead be amended. Under 
section 7 of the ESA, the Forest Service has the responsibility to consult with FWS, undertake a new biological 
assessment (not the one done by NOAA), and ultimately determine the adverse impacts on the species 
affected. Failure to do this violates the Endangered Species Act. In fact, the Endangered Species Act Claim 
clearly states that a [ldquo]failure to prepare a biological assessment is comparable to a failure to prepare an 
environmental impact statement[rdquo]. It is important to us that the Forest Service abides to these regulations, 
because we would hate to see U.S. environmental policies ignored the same way many Peruvian 
environmental laws have been blatantly ignored. 
 
Furthermore, environmental conservation has always been a part of our lives. It is our responsibility to ensure 
that economic driven decisions are heavily considered before decisions are made that will create irreversible 
commitment of our resources. We stand with the Alaskan Native tribes who fear that the proposed rule will 
endanger their sacred land, as well as the endangered and threatened species susceptible to this proposal. 
 
Failure to Create a Biological Assessment Undermines Federal Environmental Regulations  
 
The proposed rule would reverse the 2001 roadless rule as applied to the Tongass National Forest, a rule that 
would still remain applicable to 44.7 million acres of National Forest, and that for the most part prohibits road 
construction, reconstruction, timber harvest, and sale. The Tongass is currently more than 90% undeveloped 
and is unique in comparison to other national forests with respect to size, percentage of inventoried roadless 
areas (IRA[rsquo]s), and the dependency of 32 communities on federal land. Similarly, the Tongass National 
Forest is home to a significant portion of the world[rsquo]s last remaining temperate rainforest and supports 
abundant wildlife such as 95% of the entire population of brown bears in the United States. 
 



            The U.S. Department of Agriculture has identified [ldquo]Alternative 6[rdquo] as the preferred 
alternative for this proposal. Alternative 6 would except the Tongass from the 2001 roadless rule and allow 
maximum timber harvest as well as remove 9.2 million inventoried roadless acres on the Tongass. This 
alternative will result in a greater degree of fragmentation as well as a greater effect on 947 watersheds, which 
provide cold clean water that sustain the majority of the tribes and wildlife throughout the region. 
 
Most importantly though, this proposal fails to adhere to federal environmental laws. This undermines the 
credibility of the DEIS and weakens the proposal overall. The Forest Service is supposed to have asked FWS 
and NMFS whether any listed species may be present and affected in the [ldquo]action area[rdquo]. Not only 
did they not do this, but they listed some of the species present in the area and claimed that their actions would 
have minimal consequences on the survival of the species without even conducting a biological assessment. 
Issues such as these are exemplified across the entire EIS, ultimately affecting the proposals credibility on 
environmental issues. For example, despite acknowledging that road construction will pose environmental risks 
to marine wildlife, the EIS claims that [ldquo]excepting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule would have 
negligible effects on marine habitat[rdquo]. These contentions are both problematic and appalling because they 
show no evidence to back up their claims 
 
The Forest Service is obligated to make a cost benefit analysis, that needs to be included in a DEIS available 
for public comment. 
 
Alternative 6 of the DEIS is arbitrary and capricious 
 
In October 2019 a report was released by Taxpayers for Common Sense, a non-profit nonpartisan organization 
focuses on the federal budget in Washington D.C., reported on the timber budget in the Tongass National 
Forest. In the report it was noted that over the last 20 fiscal years (FY1999-2018), the U.S Forest Service has 
spent $632 million in connection with its timber sale program in the Tongass and collected $33.8 million in 
timber sale receipts, resulting in a net loss of $598.2 million. The U.S Forest Service lost $29.9 million per year, 
on average from FY1999 to FY2018. Tongass timber sale revenues covered just 5.4 percent of timber sale 
costs[5]. The fact of the matter is that the timber industry in the Tongass is no longer economically viable and 
yet for reasons that are not explained the Forest Service continues to promote it. This alone would make the 
adoption of alternative 6 arbitrary and capricious because the Forest Service has failed to make a 
[ldquo]rational connection to the facts found and the choice made[rdquo] which is required based on Motor 
Vehicle Manufactures Ass[rsquo]n v. State Farm Insurance Co case (463 U.S. 29 (1983). 
 
If the Tongass National Forest is exempt from the Roadless Rule, roadbuilding costs will likely increase. The 
USFS constructs or reconditions roads to provide harvesters access to timber stands. The cost of maintenance 
and current maintenance backlog is not considered. Covering roadbuilding costs improves the economics of a 
timber sale for logging companies, but also significantly increases the total costs of the USFS timber program 
to the American Tax Payer. The USFS spending on roads in the Tongass made up more than 40 percent of all 
timber sale expenses from FY1999 to FY2018. 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule prohibits new road construction and reconstruction in inventoried roadless areas with 
national forests, including 9.2 million acres in the Tongass. Exempting those acres from the rule in the future 
would allow the USFS to expand timber sales to new areas, which would require comparatively more road 
construction for timber access. This would only drive up USFS expenses and deepen taxpayer losses from 
Tongass timber sales. 
 
The cost of carbon needs to be considered in the cost benefit analysis as required by federal regulation  
 
Nowhere in the DEIS has the USDA Forest Service mention the cost of carbon. The Tongass is the biggest 
national forest in the United States and arguably one of the biggest tools to confront climate change. 
Encouraging more logging would make the Tongass National Forest a contributor to climate change. When 
forests are logged, the carbon that had been stored in the trees and soil is ejected into the atmosphere again. A 
report published in 2016 found one proposal to log old-growth trees in the Tongass would result in greenhouse 
gas emissions comparable to what would be added to the atmosphere if you put 4 million new vehicles on the 
road and had them drive around for the next 100 years[6]. In High Country Conservation Advocates v. U.S. 
Forest Service 52 F. Supp. 3d 1174 (D. Colo. 2015) and Center for Biological Diversity v. National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2010) the courts held that it is not enough to quantify 
emission but must also assess the cost of carbon. The Interagency Working Group has made it easy for 



agencies to calculate the cost of carbon and the USDA Forest Service should not be exempt from calculating 
this into the economic factors associated with the Tongass National Forest[7].. The Forest Service is required  
to consider the cost of carbon in a cost benefit analysis (CBA). Through the CBA it will be evident that the cost 
of carbon alone outweighs any economic benefits, including that of the timber industry. 
 
The Outdoor Recreational Industry needs to be considered in the cost benefit analysis 
 
According to the Outdoor Industry Association the State of Alaska generates 7.3 billion in consumer spending 
annually. About 72,000 direct jobs are maintained and $337 million are generated in state and local tax 
revenue[8]. Outdoor recreation is a major driver of economic activity in Alaska. The DEIS clearly states that the 
proposed rule will have direct negative effects to the outdoor industry. Impacts to existing outfitter/guide use are 
likely to be greatest where changes in roadless designations allow development in remote areas that are used 
for outfitter/guide activities dependent on high scenic integrity and undisturbed landscapes. Changes in 
roadless area designations could also affect outfitter/guide use in other adjacent or nearby areas as 
outfitter/guides displaced from one location seek other places to take clients. Some use areas are presently at 
capacity, which could serve to exacerbate potential displacement effects. Long-term changes in roadless area 
management could affect the Forest[rsquo]s ability to meet future outfitter/guide demands[9]. Effects to the 
outdoor recreational sector should be evaluated as the State of Alaska significantly benefits economically from 
this sector. The proposed rule is bound to have significant disruption in the outdoor recreation industry, the 
agency has an obligation to evaluative the effect of the proposed rule, failure to do so will result in significant 
economic lost to the State of Alaska. The outdoor recreation industry contributes 72,000 jobs, if the industry is 
cut there will be many Alaskan residents out of work, which ultimately defeat the goals of economic growth 
proposed by the rule. 
 
Existence Value must be considered in the cost benefit analysis 
 
When considering economic value of the Tongass National Forest the agency must also look at existence 
value of wildlife. In the DEIS the Forest Service has failed to address many endangered species that will be 
effected by the proposed rule. The Forest Service has an obligation to consider not only wildlife  but also 
endangered species in the Tongass National Forest. The proposed rule has direct implications to endangered 
species, are the economic values greater than the preservation of a specie? It is important that the Forest 
Service takes these existence values into consideration when completing a cost benefit analysis. 
 
The Forest Service has an obligation to produce a cost benefit analysis for the Tongass National Forest. In the 
DEIS alternative 6 focuses on economic opportunity through the exemption of the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
However the Forest Service has failed to conduct a cost benefit analysis to include road maintenance, the cost 
of carbon and the economic cost to the recreational industry. In addition the impact of  wildlife that will result 
from this proposed rule which cannot be quantified but have existence value to our society and biological 
systems. The proposed rule will inflict an irreversible commitment of resources that cannot be justified by 
economic gains. 
 
Primary Habitat for Species such as the Queen Charlotte Goshawk and Marbled Murrelet will become 
fragmented due to Logging and Road Construction 
 
            The Tongass National Forest is already naturally fragmented. If you look at its geography and 
topography, one can easily notice the island separations, patchy distributions of old growth forest, and a variety 
of landscape conditions. Increasing the already natural fragmentation will lead to habitat loss, eventually 
decreasing the amount of interior old growth forest habitat. This type of habitat is critical for the survival of two 
threatened species, the Queen Charlotte Goshawk and the Marbled Murrelet. 
 
            In addition to the effects of fragmentation on threatened species, alternative 6 would result in the most 
fragmentation because of its proposal to log in more remote watersheds and roadless areas. It is well known 
that habitat fragmentation leads to species isolation, and therefore poses a greater risk for local extinctions. 
This applies to all wildlife and not only those listed as threatened or endangered. However, threatened and 
endangered species may face a higher threat due to their low population numbers. The Forest Service has 
failed to address the impacts of fragmentation, habitat loss, penetration into remote roadless areas, and greater 
road lengths for several listed species. This is the case for Queen Charlotte Goshawk (T), Marbled Murrelet (T), 
Short Tailed Albatross (EN), Humpback whale (EN), and Eskimo Curlew (EN). Their actions would be arbitrary 



and capricious because the Forest Service would have failed to consider an important aspect of their proposal, 
the impact of logging on threatened species. 
 
Conservation Provisions under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) have been blatantly ignored 
 
            Section 7 of the ESA clearly states that Federal Agencies must (1) request information about listed 
species from the FWS and NMFS, (2) prepare a BA to ascertain impacts and (3) consult with the FWS and 
NMFS if adverse impacts are found. Although no laws or regulations have been broken yet, the DEIS clearly 
shows that the Forest Service has not followed many of the requirements imposed under the ESA. If this 
proposal does go through, then the Forest Service would be in violation of the ESA. 
 
            The Endangered Species Act clearly states that [ldquo]federal agencies must ensure that their actions 
are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or threatened species or result 
in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat of such species[rdquo]. [sect] 7(a)(2). The fact that 
the Forest Service chose alternative 6 as their preferred alternative, demonstrates that the agency has no 
problem in destroying or adversely modifying the critical habitat for threatened or endangered species in the 
Tongass. Alternative 6 will [ldquo]provide the maximum additional timber harvest opportunity, remove 9.2 
million inventoried roadless acres on the Tongass, and convert a net total of 165,000 old growth acres and 
20,000 young growth acres[rdquo]. 
 
            The Forest Service appears to be aware that endangered species are present in the area, but it has 
failed to prepare a biological assessment (or biological evaluation) and has failed to formally consult with FWS. 
Instead, the Forest Service has cited the 2016 Forest Plan and used NOAA[rsquo]s BA as their own; but the 
proposed rule involves a new action that triggers a new requirement for the Forest Service to comply with the 
ESA. The agency[rsquo]s failure to do so in this case directly violates the ESA.  It might also be arbitrary and 
capricious because the Forest Service entirely failed to consider important aspects of the problem as well as 
considering relevant factors[10]. What the Forest Service has done is fundamentally wrong because the 2016 
Forest Plan does not account for a major changes on the roadless rule that allow for logging in areas that are 
no longer protected. The Forest Service proposal needs a new BA that specifically addresses their proposal 
and its effects on old growth forests and the species that depend on it. 
 
            Moreover, the Forest Service must comply with the [ldquo]strict substantive provisions of the ESA, and 
its procedural requirements designed to ensure compliance with the substantive provisions[rdquo]. The Forest 
Service has clearly failed to comply with many of these provisions and therefore should provide the Secretary 
with [ldquo]the best scientific and commercial data available[rdquo] on the effects of their actions on threatened 
and endangered species.  16 U.S.C 1536 (a)(2). Using NOAA[rsquo]s BA as evidence is not only not enough; it 
fails to address the major changes that their proposal will have on individual species. Furthermore, 
consideration of cumulative effects under section 7 of the ESA requires the Forest Service to [ldquo]insure that 
any action authorized, funded or carried out by such agency is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence 
of any endangered or threatened species[rdquo]. The Forest Service is implicitly ignoring biological information 
by not doing their own BA. Furthermore, CEQ rules require federal agencies, such as the Forest Service, to get 
necessary information that can be reasonably obtained 40 CFR 1502.22. Not only is the Forest Service 
ignoring their need to conduct a new Biological Assessment, but they are also violating CEQ rules. Ultimately, if 
this proposal goes through, then the Forest Service would have violated the ESA by [ldquo]failing to use the 
best information available to prepare a comprehensive biological assessment considering all stages of their 
action, and thus failing to adequately assess whether their action was likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of endangered and threatened species 7(a)(2)[rdquo]. 
 
The population of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk in the Tongass must be listed under the ESA 
 
            Although distinct population segments of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, a subspecies of the Northern 
Goshawk, are currently listed as threatened under the ESA, the Tongass population is not. The Fish and 
Wildlife Service decided that the Alaskan population was [ldquo]sufficiently protected by the Tongass 
Plan[rdquo] and therefore did not need to be listed. If the Forest Service proposal to adopt Alternative 6 (or any 
of the other action alternatives) goes through, then the basis for the decision to not list the Tongass population 
of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk will be removed and the FWS will have to reconsider its decision.  Removing 
the Roadless Rule could extirpate this species population only protection. If this is the case, then The Fish and 
Wildlife Service must intervene this proposal and list the Alaskan Queen Charlotte Goshawk population under 
the ESA. 



 
            The Queen Charlotte Goshawk prefers mature and old growth forest habitats for nesting and foraging. 
These old growth habitats are the ones targeted by alternative 6, posing a threat to this species home. In 
addition, alternative 6 will create longer road developments, increase habitat fragmentation, and deforestation. 
The Queen Charlotte Goshawks typically nests in [ldquo]large patches of tall, mature, and old trees with dense 
canopies[rdquo]. Due to their high value, these are the type of trees that the timber industry is interested in. As 
stated before, alternative 6 would remove 24,000 old growth acres, a substantial portion of the 
goshawk[rsquo]s habitat. 
 
            Very much like in the Northern Spotted Owl v. Hodel case, [ldquo]allowing the continued old growth 
harvesting is likely to lead to the extinction of the subspecies in the foreseeable future[rdquo]. The most recent 
research from the Center for Biological Diversity shows that Queen Charlottes Goshawks high mortality rates 
are linked with heavily logged forests[rdquo]. Similarly, previous research shows that availability of adequate 
prey resources has been linked to goshawk territory, occupancy, and breeding success. The Queen Charlotte 
Goshawk is a keystone specie, so a threat to the survival of the species will have a major effect on the entire 
ecosystem. In addition, the Forest Service presents [ldquo]three Key Issues[rdquo] in their DEIS, which include 
Roadless Area Conservation, Support Social and Socioeconomic well-being, and conserve terrestrial habitat. 
Questionably, by choosing alternative 6 as the preferred alternative, they would not satisfy any of their three 
key issues. For example the third key issue, conserving terrestrial habitat, strictly contradicts alternative 6, 
which would generate the most logging and road building. Therefore, one could argue that alternative 6 does 
not satisfy any of the three key issues, and choosing it would be arbitrary and capricious.     
 
            The sub population of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk must be listed under the ESA threatened species 
if the Forest Service proposal is to go through. If this is the case, then critical habitat for this species must be 
assigned, making it extremely difficult for the Forest Service proposal and alternative 6 to be authorized. 
Nonetheless, if the roadless rule is removed and the Queen Charlotte Goshawk subpopulation does not 
become listed, the Service[rsquo]s decision would be [ldquo]arbitrary and capricious or contrary to law[rdquo]. 
 
The population of the Marbled Murrelet in the Tongass Must be listed under the ESA 
 
            Similar to the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, the Marbled Murrelet is federally listed as threatened under 
the ESA. However, this does not include the Tongass population. Fish and Wildlife Service listed the Marbled 
Murrelet population as threatened in 1992 for the Pacific Region population, which includes California, Oregon, 
and Washington. Once again, the Tongass Roadless Rule served as a strong protection for the species 
subpopulation, and as a result this population was not listed under the ESA[11]. Removing this rule will 
drastically affect the species future. While FWS does not list this sub population as threatened, the Marbled 
Murrelet is listed as Endangered on the International Union for Conservation of Natures Red List (IUCN). 
Furthermore, the Forest Service commitment to [ldquo]conserving terrestrial habitat[rdquo] under their 
[ldquo]three key issues[rdquo] does not align with their preferred alternative (alternative 6) which would destroy 
Marbled Murrelet habitat. Alternative 6 would not satisfy the Forest Service [ldquo]three key issue[rdquo], 
especially conserving terrestrial habitat, and therefore choosing alternative 6 would be arbitrary and capricious.   
 
            This very strange and mysterious seabird breeds inland on mountains near the coast and nests high up 
in mature old growth forests several miles inland (sometimes up to 50 miles) from the ocean. Alternative 6 of 
the Forest Service proposal will place a direct threat to this species habitat. Previous research shows that 
fragmenting the Marbled Murrelet habitat, can affect its breeding success. 
 
            Most importantly though, allowing this proposal to go through will remove the only protection for this 
subpopulation. For nearly two decades road building and logging has been prohibited in the Tongass, providing 
a strong conservation mechanism for the survival of this specie. 
 
The Forest Service has not conducted a biological assessment for their proposal and therefore has not 
provided the [ldquo]best scientific and commercial data available[rdquo]. Instead the Forest Service conducted 
a comprehensive assessment, which is arguably neither comprehensive nor substantial enough. By not 
providing enough information on their effects on Marbled Murrelets, one could argue that their assessment 
violates NEPA rather than the ESA 40 CFR 1502.22. In fact, most of the information stated on their EIS on 
Marbled Murrelets come from the 90[rsquo]s with the most recent research cited in 2007. This does not provide 
a reliable depiction of their proposal effects on Marbled Murrelet and therefore can[rsquo]t be trusted. The 
Forest Service has the responsibility to conduct a new Biological Assessment that evaluates the effects of old 



growth forest logging and fragmentation on Marbled Murrelets. In addition, removing the roadless rule would 
require FWS to consider listing this subpopulation under the ESA. Without any sort of protection and the added 
threats of logging, road building and habitat fragmentation, the survival of this species will be at risk. Just like 
their counterparts in California, Oregon, and Washington, the Tongass sub population must become listed 
under the ESA. If FWS decides not to list the subpopulation, then it must under law suggest reasonable and 
prudent alternatives that will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 
 
Environmental effects on the Endangered Short Tailed Albatross would violate the ESA 
 
            This pelagic sea bird forages offshore and in shelf-break waters through the North Pacific Ocean and is 
listed under the ESA as Endangered. The FWS has assigned Alaska as a lead region for the conservation of 
this species, and estimates the world population of Short Tailed Albatross to be under 2,200 birds. This species 
is known to forage in near shore waters adjacent to the Tongass and therefore could be at threat from the 
Forest Service proposal. In fact, the DEIS conducted by the Forest Service clearly states that Short Tailed 
Albatross [ldquo]could be affected by reduced marine water quality due to activities in the nearshore 
environment, including LTF use, log raft towing, vessel traffic, and timber harvest within the beach 
fringe[rdquo]. However, the DEIS fails to address the concrete effects on the species by just stating the 
[ldquo]possible[rdquo] effects. This is unacceptable, especially due to the low number of individuals remaining. 
The Forest Service must consult with FWS and find out if their proposal will jeopardize the continued existence 
of the Short Tailed Albatross. Just stating the possible effects is not enough. The Forest Service must conduct 
a Biological Assessment that [ldquo]ascertains whether the species or its critical habitat is likely to be adversely 
affected by this proposal,[rdquo] and if so, it must consult with the FWS as required by [sect] 7(a)(2) of the 
ESA. 
 
The Forest Service is violating its duty to conserve the Endangered Humpback Whale 
 
The Western North Pacific stock of Humpback whales, which includes the Tongass population, was listed as 
Endangered under the ESA back in 1973. In Alaska, critical habitat was designated south of Anchorage and on 
the Alaskan Peninsula. Populations in the Tongass were among the best conserved, in fact recent estimates of 
the Central-North Pacific stock found 1,115 unique identifications in South East Alaska, accounting for 66.8% of 
the Central-North Pacific stock. The roadless rule has served as a strong protection for the Tongass waters and 
its species.  Removing it will pose a direct threat to the Central North Pacific Stock. 
 
Research has shown that some of the greatest threats to humpback whales today are entanglements in fishing 
gear, ship strikes and coastal habitat pollution. The latter two would result in potential impacts if the Forest 
Service proposal goes through. Under all action alternatives, especially alternative 6, activities implemented 
under the Forest Plan would result in higher vessel traffic and marine activity associated with LTF use and log 
transport. Because humpback whales inhabit coastal areas, [ldquo]they will become increasingly exposed to 
human activity[rdquo] through this proposal. The Forest Service must not allow future endangerment to an 
already endangered species. Conservation for this species is required under the ESA through the [ldquo]use of 
all methods and procedures necessary to bring any endangered or threatened species back to the point at 
which the measures provided under the ESA are no longer necessary[rdquo]. See ESA [sect][sect] 3(3) & 
7(a)(1).  Similarly, under section 7 of the ESA, the Forest Service must not [ldquo]jeopardize the continued 
existence of an endangered species[rdquo]. ESA [sect] 7(a)(2).  Selecting alternative 6 as the preferred 
alternative violates section 7 of the ESA as well as the ESA[rsquo]s affirmative duty to conserve listed species. 
 
Ultimately, the Forest Service did not ensure compliance with the substantives provisions of the ESA, by 
skipping step 1 and 2 of the consultation process. All agencies proposing to take an action [ldquo]must inquire 
with the FWS whether any threatened or endangered species are present in the area of the proposed 
action[rdquo] 1536(a)(2). If the answer is affirmative [ldquo]a biological assessment must be undertaken to 
determine if such species is likely to be affected by the action[rdquo]. By failing to do this the Forest Service 
has provided an unreliable depiction of the effects of their proposed actions on threatened and endangered 
species. In order to fully understand the effects of their proposal the Forest Service must prepare a Biological 
Assessment and eventually assure that their proposed actions won[rsquo]t have detrimental effects on the 
survival of humpback whales. 
 
No consideration on the Endangered Eskimo Curlew 
 



The Forest Service DEIS clearly states that Eskimo Curlews are not considered as inhabiting the Tongass 
National Forest. The Forest Service makes this claim without a single source to support it. All they state is that: 
[ldquo]there is no potential occurrence in the analysis area[rdquo]. This is a big mistake on their part because 
by ignoring an endangered species that may exist in the action area of their proposal, they would be in direct 
violation of the ESA and more importantly the consultation process under section 7 of the ESA. Indeed, FWA 
includes the Tongass as part of the species range. This shows once again how the Forest Service has violated 
the basic requirements of the ESA that it: (1) request information about listed species from the FWS and 
NMFS, (2) prepare a BA to ascertain impacts and (3) consult with the FWS and NMFS if adverse impacts are 
found. 
 
            Moreover, if the Forest Service truly believes that there are no Eskimo Curlews in the Tongass National 
Forest, then they should conduct a status review (Northern Spotted Owl v Hodel) under the consultation of the 
Fish and Wildlife Service. The Forest Service should assemble a group of experts to determine if any Eskimo 
Curlews are present in the action area. The Forest Service proposal must not be allowed to proceed without 
any evidence that shows that Eskimo Curlews are not present and will not be affected under their preferred 
alternative. 
 
The Forest Service has failed to adequately address the National Historic Preservation Act  
 
Apart from possible violations to the ESA, the DEIS undermines federal requirements under the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The Tongass National Forest is comprised of approximately 17 million acres. 
Cities within the Tongass National Forest include Yakutat, Hoonah, Sitka, Juneau, Petersburg, Wrangell, 
Thorne Bay, Craig, and Ketchikan. The Alaska Historic Preservation office has adapted historic properties in 
the cities of Sitka, Juneau and Ketchikan, all of which are deeply rooted in Native Alaskan History. The city of 
Sitka has 20 different sites designated as historical under the Alaska Historic Preservation Office. Many of the 
historical sites in the city Sitka have strong ties to the Tlingit people. The Tlingit people settled in Sitka over 
10,000 years ago. In the draft environmental impact statement, the USDA Forest Service states that 
approximately 6 percent (26,418 acres) of the Sitka community use area (CUA) is presently managed in 
development land use designation (LUD). This total would increase under all action alternatives, with net gains 
ranging from about 230 acres (Alternatives 2 and 3) to 64,600 acres (Alternatives 5 and 6). The net gains are 
substantial with no clear indication of what areas within Sitka will be developed. 
 
Juneau the capital of Alaska has 23 historical listings within its boundaries. Juneau[rsquo]s CUA encompasses 
a total of 2,029,326 acres. Most of this area (79 percent) is presently managed as roadless. [12] Within Juneau, 
X[rsquo]un[aacute]xi is one of the 23 historical listings, which is a traditional cultural property that was the site 
of the first Auk Tlingit village in the Juneau area. It is described by Tlingit people as a shamanic landscape due 
to the presence of shamans[rsquo] graves and is considered a spiritual place and a ceremonial space used by 
contemporary Tlingit people. The area is a place to go for spiritual renewal, a place to acquire spirits, and 
where Tlingit people feed the spirits of their ancestors[13]. Approximately 1 percent (10,633 acres) of the 
Juneau CUA is presently managed in development LUDs. This total would increase under all action 
alternatives, with net gains ranging from about 37 acres (Alternatives 2 to 4) to 139,600 acres (Alternative 6).  
Alternatives 2-6 pose a threat to the historical sites in Juneau, the most concerning is X[rsquo]un[aacute]xi 
because of it culture significance[14].  
 
Ketchikan a city within the Tongass National Forest has a total of 18 designated historical sites. The Totem 
Bight State Historical Park is located within the Ketchikan. The park is located on the former site of a traditional 
Native campground known as Mud Village and Mud Bight Village. The totem poles were abandoned by the 
natives when moved to areas with more job opportunities[15]. Each totem pole has a distinct meaning to the 
native people who inhabited the land. Approximately 6 percent (121,179 acres) of the Ketchikan CUA is 
presently managed in 
 
development LUDs. This total would increase under all action alternatives, with net gains ranging from about 
10,600 acres (Alternative 2) to 292,200 acres (Alternatives 5 and 6)[16].  
 
Under the National Historical Preservation Act, historic property is defined to include: [ldquo]any prehistoric or 
historic district, site, building, structure, or object, included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register. 36 
C.F.R [sect]800.2 (e). The rules require the action agency to make a [ldquo]reasonable and good faith effort to 
identify historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking[rdquo] in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO). 36 C.F.R [sect] 800.4 (b). In the draft environmental impact statement, the Forest 



Service has consulted with the with the State of Alaska Department of Natural Resources, Division of Parks 
and Outdoor Recreation, Office of History and Archaeology, resulting in a letter from the State Historic 
Preservation Officer concurring with the Forest Service[rsquo]s determination that changes in management 
direction for designated roadless areas on the Tongass would not result in an undertaking, as defined in 36 
CFR 800.16. Although road construction and/or timber harvest could potentially increase within some 
designated roadless areas, impacts under the NHPA would be based on site-specific proposals, which are 
currently unknown, and would be addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses. 
 
The very fact that the Forest Service was required to prepare an EIS for this rule strongly suggests that this is 
indeed an undertaking. NEPA is a "close statutory analog" to the NHPA. San Carlos Apache Tribe v. United 
States, 417 F.3d 1091, 1097 (9th Cir. 2005). "Because of the operational similarity between the two statutes, 
courts generally treat [ldquo]major federal actions[rdquo] under the NEPA as closely analogous to 
[ldquo]federal undertakings[rdquo] under the NHPA." Sac and Fox Nation of Mo. v. Norton, 240 F.3d 1250 
(10th Cir. 2001).  A federal undertaking requires that the agency completes a full analysis on the effects of the 
proposed rule and it is evident in the DEIS that the Forest Service has failed to comply with these 
requirements. Failure to comply will ultimately create an undertaking to these sacred locations. 
 
There are 61 sites recognized by the Alaska[rsquo]s State Historic Preservation Office in the Tongass National 
Forest. There is no doubt that the proposed rule will have a tremendous effect on these various sites. The 
proposed rule has no mention of the direct effect or potential effects it will have on these historical preservation 
sites. Sitka, Juneau and Ketchikan all have less than 6 percent of developed land, the proposed rule will 
exempt all undeveloped land from the roadless rule. It is necessary that USDA Forest Service addresses this 
issue. The draft environmental impact statement states that issue that arise will be addressed on a site- specific 
proposal. The agencies failure to identify the potential issues and submit substantial information in the draft 
environmental impact statement is in violation of The National Historical Preservation Act considering the 
agency has not made [ldquo]reasonable and good faith effort to identify historic properties that may be affected 
by the undertaking[rdquo]. In comparison to Pueblo of Sandia v. United States (50 F.3d 856) case, where the 
agency had failed to also to make a reasonable, good faith effort in identify Historical Preservation site. The 
duty of the Forest Service is clearly identified in the National Historical Preservation Act, and the agency must 
comply. 
 
Proposed Rule Create Environmental Injustice 
 
The disparities among Native communities in Alaska are rooted in its history. In 1959 when Alaska became a 
state, 104.5 million acres of Native land was transferred to public domain and then transferred to the state. It 
wasn[rsquo]t until 1971 that Congress approved the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 USC 1601-1624)  
which authorized Alaska Natives to select and receive title to 44 million acres of public land in Alaska, and 
$962,000,000 in cash as settlement of their aboriginal claim to land in the State[17]. The inequalities faced by 
Native communities in 1959 continue to be prevalent today. 
 
The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal governments, passed a resolution in 
support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will not only 
destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively contribute to the ongoing genocide of 
Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are integral to the forest. The proposed rule will 
have significant effects on the indigenous communities, at the cost of temporary economic relief. The proposed 
rule exemplifies and further advances inequalities faced by many Indian Tribes. Alaskan Natives have 
continuously inhabited Southeast Alaska and the Tongass for thousands of years, relying on the bounty of 
salmon, deer and moose for food. Inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds which provide cold, 
clean water that sustains many of the tribes in Alaska. Inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity 
and help ensure the continued protection of indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to spiritual, social, 
nutritional, and ecological value. 
 
The first nations include the Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian, and the forest itself is named for the Tlingit people 
who inhabited the southernmost areas of Southeast Alaska near what is now the city of Ketchikan. 
Dependence on the land is still a way of life here, a cultural tradition as well as a necessity, made possible by 
the abundance of fish and wildlife in the region. Today, the Tongass is home to approximately 70,000 people 
spread among 32 communities, including approximately 32,000 in the state capital of Juneau. 
 



In February, the Organized Village of Kake and the other cooperating agencies received a robust, 500-page 
document, detailing the various options on the table for the Tongass National Forest. The Forest Service gave 
the tribes two weeks to submit comments, and for smaller tribes this task was impossible. The fact of the matter 
is that the Forest Service did not give the Tribes substantial amount of time to review the complicated 
document and submit comments within a two-week turnaround. The expectation to complete this task is unfair, 
and inequitable. When the tribes asked for more time from the Forest Service agency stated [ldquo]They said 
they had a timeline and they were going to stick to it[rdquo][18]. 
 
In the draft environmental impact statement, it highlights the cooperation between the Forest Service and the 
Native Tribes in Alaska. On July 30, 2018, the Forest Service invited 19 Southeast Alaska federally-recognized 
tribes to participate as cooperating agencies during the rulemaking process. Six tribes agreed to become 
cooperating agencies and entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). The tribes were invited to be 
cooperating agencies due to their specialized knowledge and expertise of land management, subsistence, 
natural resources, and potential impacts to specific communities within Alaska[19]. Many tribes within the 
community report that the agency has not taken the tribes input into consideration, that the attempt of 
cooperation is more of a formality. On October 29, 2019 in an unprecedented show of unity, the six federally 
recognized Tribal governments stepped forward to voice their concern over the federal government[rsquo]s 
handling of the proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process and its potential negative impact on tribally 
significant lands in the Tongass National Forest. [ldquo]In a joint letter to U.S. Secretary of Agriculture Sonny 
Perdue, the Angoon Cooperative Association, Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska, 
Hoonah Indian Association, Hydaburg Cooperative Association, Organized Village of Kake, and Organized 
Village of Kasaan expressed deep disappointment in the year-long process that has not been designed to be 
fair or equitable from the beginning and has completely ignored the Tribal governments[rsquo] voices and 
concerns. Concern was also expressed as a rushed timeline seemed more focused on political expediency 
rather than settling on an equitable solution that addressed Tribal concerns[20].[rdquo] 
 
[ldquo]It[rsquo]s absolutely critical that we be at the table instead of on the menu[rdquo] stated Richard 
Peterson, President of the Central Council of Tlingit and Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska (CCTHITA). Throughout 
the process Tribal leaders have felt their roles and responsibilities as [ldquo]cooperating agencies[rdquo] have 
been undermined by a politically motivated, expedited timeline to be finished by June 2020, even though all of 
the Tribal representatives repeatedly requested extensions in writing, at meetings, and during teleconferences 
with the United States Forest Service. The Tribes agreed to participate in this process as [ldquo]cooperating 
agencies[rdquo] in order to have meaningful engagement with, and provide unique knowledge and expertise to, 
the US Forest Service regarding the Alaska Roadless rulemaking process but that has not been the case. 
 
Native Tribes of Alaska continue to face issue of social injustice. It is the reasonability of the US Forest Service 
to ensure that this decision regarding the Tongass National Forest are reached through collaboration with the 
Native Tribes. Throughout the draft environmental impact statement, the idea of cooperation is embedded in 
the document however, it is not truly held. Alaskan Native Tribes are speaking out against the Forest Service 
saying that their concerns and ideas and not taken into consideration. The Forest Service should not promote 
collaboration if there is none occurring. 
 
Tongass Conclusion: 
 
The DEIS claims that the exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule will have 
minimal environmental and economic effects, on the Tongass National Forest but that is not the case. The 
exemption will result in maximum timber harvest and the removal of 9.2 million inventoried roadless acres.  The 
Forest Service cannot rationally claim that the exemption will not affect the environmental, Alaskan residents/ 
tribes, and endangered species. Our prepared comment demonstrates how the DEIS has failed to considered 
all the effects that the proposed rule will have. The DEIS fails to analyze the effects it will have on the 
endangered species, national historical sites, the environment, the Alaska economy and environmental and 
social justice. For the DEIS to make a claim that there will be minimal effects demonstrates the lack of analysis 
completed by the agency in the DEIS. 
 
The Forest Service DEIS lacks significant information critical to making the determination of exempting the 
Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  The DEIS makes no effort to evaluate the potential 
effects of the proposed rule on Native Tribes, endangered species and National Historical Preservation sites. If 
the Forest Service decides to commit to alternative 6 of the DEIS the agency is obligated under 40 CFR 
[sect]1502.22 to address the issues stated above and make the analysis available for public comment before a 



final decision is made. For all of the reasons listed here we urge the Forest Service to either withdraw the 
proposed rule or choose alternative 1, the no action alternative as its decision. For the benefit of present and 
future generations, the 2001 Roadless Rule should be retained on the Tongass National Forest.  Once the 
forest is opened to new roads and logging it will never be the same again. 
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Tongass Comment Final 

Intro 

The Tongass National Forest as well as the people and wildlife that inhabit this area are 

at threat from the proposed “state specific roadless rule”, which aims to “discontinue the 

existing regulation’s prohibitions and instead rely upon existing statutory and management 

plan direction for managing roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest”1. This proposal 

poses a direct threat to 32 federally recognized tribes as well as three endangered species and 

two threatened species listed under the ESA. Allowing the timber industry to log one of the 

oldest growth rainforests in the world will drastically affect the region's biodiversity and 

ultimately affect America’s largest carbon sink2. Likewise, allowing the issuance of permits for 

logging will also lead to road construction and resources extraction, which is destructive to fish 

and wildlife habitats. This will also increase the potential risk of fire and negatively impact 

Tongass’ 77 major watersheds.  

More than 500 scientists have signed a joint letter stating that the Roadless Rule is the 

“most scientifically credible approach for managing and protecting our last undeveloped 

national forest”. However, the Forest Service (FS) preferred alternative challenges this and 

proposes the removal of 9.2 million inventoried roadless acres, while also claiming that “the 

exception will have minimal environmental and economic effects”. This doubtful assumption is 

made on the flawed premise that “no more logging or road building is likely to occur regardless 

of whether the roadless rule applies to the Tongass”. In fact, this proposal will affect the Queen 
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Charlotte Goshawk, a threatened species that depends on old growth forests to survive. Road 

construction for timber transportation will directly affect the endangered humpback whale by 

increasing coastal habitat pollution, one of the major threats to this species. In addition, a 

recent study by “Taxpayers For Common Sense”, a non-partisan budget watchdog in 

Washington DC, calculated that the U.S. Forest Service has lost nearly 600 million dollars over 

two decades through road building and timber sales on the Tongass National Forest3. Opening 

more areas in the Tongass to logging could accelerate this issue. The proposal to allow logging 

in Tongass is not only a threat to the regions biodiversity and the native communities that 

depend on it, but it will also cost taxpayers millions of dollars for an industry that has 

historically lost money in this region. 

Who we are and why this matters to us 

My name is Vasco Chavez-Molina and I am currently pursuing a master’s degree in 

environmental policy from the University of Colorado Boulder. Being born and raised in Peru, I 

have experienced first-hand how the timber industry has depleted the Amazon rainforest. In 

Peru, environmental laws are weak and with the increase in corruption over the years, private 

companies have been able to utilize the country’s natural resources to their economic 

advantage. I would hate to see this happen in the United States, a country that has welcomed 

me with open arms since the day I got here 6 years ago. In addition, just like the Amazon 

rainforest, the Tongass National Forest is a biodiversity hotspot that should be preserved for its 

intrinsic value. Americans often criticize mass deforestation in the Amazon, so allowing this 
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proposal to go through would be hypocritical. The U.S. is well known for its strict environmental 

laws, many of which have not been taken into account in this proposal. I believe the Forest 

Service has not consulted with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) on many issues and therefore 

could potentially violate legal requirements contained in laws such as the Endangered Species 

Act (ESA). 

My name is Mayra Mendez and I am in the same Master’s Program at the University of 

Colorado Boulder with Vasco. I grew up in Illinois where the landscape is covered by suburbs 

and cities, where greenspace is not a priority. I strive to preserve the land that we have that is 

not touched by our destruction.  It is not only important that the Roadless Rule continues in the 

Tongass National Forest for the ecosystem, but for the purpose of having a pristine land 

accessible to all. As a young professional I see the necessity of preserving the Tongass National 

Forest.  It is the largest intact forest in the United States and I hope to one-day visit, without 

having to witness the impacts from the timber industries destructive logging practices. 

The Tongass National Forest is public land, and decisions such as these should involve 

the public. It is important that we as the public have our input considered. It is unjust that the 

Forest Service has prepared a draft environmental impact statement that fails to consider many 

federal regulations and when considered there are no details or significant information to base 

such an important decision on.  

Environmentalism has always been a part of my life. It is our responsibility to ensure 

that economic driven decisions are carefully considered before decisions are made that will 

create irreversible commitment of our resources. I stand with the Alaskan Native tribes who 

fear that the proposed rule will endanger their sacred land but also create a disturbance to 



their way of living. It is unfair to continue to impose social injustice on these communities. It is 

important to me and a majority of Alaskan residents that this proposed rule does not pass4. 

For example, the Forest Service continuously cites the “2016 Forest Plan” as their major 

source of evidence for species conservation. The majority of this DEIS relies on the biological 

assessments (BA) conducted by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA) for the 2016 

forest plant. However, the new Forest Service plan is fundamentally different to that 

introduced in 2016. The new plan aims to open areas for logging that will no longer be 

protected by the roadless rule. Furthermore, as part of the proposed exception, the Forest 

Service would be able to modify an additional 185,000 acres of inventoried roadless areas. The 

2016 Forest Plan should not be considered as a source of evidence for this proposal and instead 

be amended. Under section 7 of the ESA, the Forest Service has the responsibility to consult 

with FWS, undertake a new biological assessment (not the one done by NOAA), and ultimately 

determine the adverse impacts on the species affected. Failure to do this violates the 

Endangered Species Act. In fact, the Endangered Species Act Claim clearly states that a “failure 

to prepare a biological assessment is comparable to a failure to prepare an environmental 

impact statement”. It is important to us that the Forest Service abides to these regulations, 

because we would hate to see U.S. environmental policies ignored the same way many 

Peruvian environmental laws have been blatantly ignored. 

Furthermore, environmental conservation has always been a part of our lives. It is our 

responsibility to ensure that economic driven decisions are heavily considered before decisions 
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are made that will create irreversible commitment of our resources. We stand with the Alaskan 

Native tribes who fear that the proposed rule will endanger their sacred land, as well as the 

endangered and threatened species susceptible to this proposal.  

Failure to Create a Biological Assessment Undermines Federal Environmental Regulations  

 The proposed rule would reverse the 2001 roadless rule as applied to the Tongass 

National Forest, a rule that would still remain applicable to 44.7 million acres of National Forest, 

and that for the most part prohibits road construction, reconstruction, timber harvest, and sale. 

The Tongass is currently more than 90% undeveloped and is unique in comparison to other 

national forests with respect to size, percentage of inventoried roadless areas (IRA’s), and the 

dependency of 32 communities on federal land. Similarly, the Tongass National Forest is home 

to a significant portion of the world’s last remaining temperate rainforest and supports 

abundant wildlife such as 95% of the entire population of brown bears in the United States. 

 The U.S. Department of Agriculture has identified “Alternative 6” as the preferred 

alternative for this proposal. Alternative 6 would except the Tongass from the 2001 roadless 

rule and allow maximum timber harvest as well as remove 9.2 million inventoried roadless 

acres on the Tongass. This alternative will result in a greater degree of fragmentation as well as 

a greater effect on 947 watersheds, which provide cold clean water that sustain the majority of 

the tribes and wildlife throughout the region.  

Most importantly though, this proposal fails to adhere to federal environmental laws. 

This undermines the credibility of the DEIS and weakens the proposal overall. The Forest 

Service is supposed to have asked FWS and NMFS whether any listed species may be present 

and affected in the “action area”. Not only did they not do this, but they listed some of the 



species present in the area and claimed that their actions would have minimal consequences on 

the survival of the species without even conducting a biological assessment. Issues such as 

these are exemplified across the entire EIS, ultimately affecting the proposals credibility on 

environmental issues. For example, despite acknowledging that road construction will pose 

environmental risks to marine wildlife, the EIS claims that “excepting the Tongass from the 

Roadless Rule would have negligible effects on marine habitat”. These contentions are both 

problematic and appalling because they show no evidence to back up their claims 

 The Forest Service is obligated to make a cost benefit analysis, that needs to be included in a 

DEIS available for public comment. 

Alternative 6 of the DEIS is arbitrary and capricious 

In October 2019 a report was released by Taxpayers for Common Sense, a non-profit 

nonpartisan organization focuses on the federal budget in Washington D.C., reported on the 

timber budget in the Tongass National Forest. In the report it was noted that over the last 20 

fiscal years (FY1999-2018), the U.S Forest Service has spent $632 million in connection with its 

timber sale program in the Tongass and collected $33.8 million in timber sale receipts, resulting 

in a net loss of $598.2 million. The U.S Forest Service lost $29.9 million per year, on average 

from FY1999 to FY2018. Tongass timber sale revenues covered just 5.4 percent of timber sale 

costs5. The fact of the matter is that the timber industry in the Tongass is no longer 

economically viable and yet for reasons that are not explained the Forest Service continues to 

promote it. This alone would make the adoption of alternative 6 arbitrary and capricious 

because the Forest Service has failed to make a “rational connection to the facts found and the 
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choice made” which is required based on Motor Vehicle Manufactures Ass’n v. State Farm 

Insurance Co case (463 U.S. 29 (1983). 

If the Tongass National Forest is exempt from the Roadless Rule, roadbuilding costs will 

likely increase. The USFS constructs or reconditions roads to provide harvesters access to 

timber stands. The cost of maintenance and current maintenance backlog is not considered. 

Covering roadbuilding costs improves the economics of a timber sale for logging companies, but 

also significantly increases the total costs of the USFS timber program to the American Tax 

Payer. The USFS spending on roads in the Tongass made up more than 40 percent of all timber 

sale expenses from FY1999 to FY2018.  

The 2001 Roadless Rule prohibits new road construction and reconstruction in 

inventoried roadless areas with national forests, including 9.2 million acres in the Tongass. 

Exempting those acres from the rule in the future would allow the USFS to expand timber sales 

to new areas, which would require comparatively more road construction for timber access. 

This would only drive up USFS expenses and deepen taxpayer losses from Tongass timber sales. 

The cost of carbon needs to be considered in the cost benefit analysis as required by federal 

regulation  

Nowhere in the DEIS has the USDA Forest Service mention the cost of carbon. The 

Tongass is the biggest national forest in the United States and arguably one of the biggest tools 

to confront climate change. Encouraging more logging would make the Tongass National Forest 

a contributor to climate change. When forests are logged, the carbon that had been stored in 

the trees and soil is ejected into the atmosphere again. A report published in 2016 found one 

proposal to log old-growth trees in the Tongass would result in greenhouse gas emissions 



comparable to what would be added to the atmosphere if you put 4 million new vehicles on the 

road and had them drive around for the next 100 years6. In High Country Conservation 

Advocates v. U.S. Forest Service 52 F. Supp. 3d 1174 (D. Colo. 2015) and Center for Biological 

Diversity v. National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2010) the 

courts held that it is not enough to quantify emission but must also assess the cost of carbon. 

The Interagency Working Group has made it easy for agencies to calculate the cost of carbon 

and the USDA Forest Service should not be exempt from calculating this into the economic 

factors associated with the Tongass National Forest7.. The Forest Service is required  to consider 

the cost of carbon in a cost benefit analysis (CBA). Through the CBA it will be evident that the 

cost of carbon alone outweighs any economic benefits, including that of the timber industry.  

The Outdoor Recreational Industry needs to be considered in the cost benefit analysis 

According to the Outdoor Industry Association the State of Alaska generates 7.3 billion 

in consumer spending annually. About 72,000 direct jobs are maintained and $337 million are 

generated in state and local tax revenue8. Outdoor recreation is a major driver of economic 

activity in Alaska. The DEIS clearly states that the proposed rule will have direct negative effects 

to the outdoor industry. Impacts to existing outfitter/guide use are likely to be greatest where 

changes in roadless designations allow development in remote areas that are used for 

outfitter/guide activities dependent on high scenic integrity and undisturbed landscapes. 
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Changes in roadless area designations could also affect outfitter/guide use in other adjacent or 

nearby areas as outfitter/guides displaced from one location seek other places to take clients. 

Some use areas are presently at capacity, which could serve to exacerbate potential 

displacement effects. Long-term changes in roadless area management could affect the Forest’s 

ability to meet future outfitter/guide demands9. Effects to the outdoor recreational sector 

should be evaluated as the State of Alaska significantly benefits economically from this sector. 

The proposed rule is bound to have significant disruption in the outdoor recreation industry, 

the agency has an obligation to evaluative the effect of the proposed rule, failure to do so will 

result in significant economic lost to the State of Alaska. The outdoor recreation industry 

contributes 72,000 jobs, if the industry is cut there will be many Alaskan residents out of work, 

which ultimately defeat the goals of economic growth proposed by the rule.  

Existence Value must be considered in the cost benefit analysis 

When considering economic value of the Tongass National Forest the agency must also 

look at existence value of wildlife. In the DEIS the Forest Service has failed to address many 

endangered species that will be effected by the proposed rule. The Forest Service has an 

obligation to consider not only wildlife  but also endangered species in the Tongass National 

Forest. The proposed rule has direct implications to endangered species, are the economic 

values greater than the preservation of a specie? It is important that the Forest Service takes 

these existence values into consideration when completing a cost benefit analysis.  

The Forest Service has an obligation to produce a cost benefit analysis for the Tongass 

National Forest. In the DEIS alternative 6 focuses on economic opportunity through the 

                                                      
9
USDA, 2019. Draft Environmental Impact Statement Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Area. Forest Service Alaska 

Region.  https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4876629.pdf  

https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4876629.pdf


exemption of the 2001 Roadless Rule. However the Forest Service has failed to conduct a cost 

benefit analysis to include road maintenance, the cost of carbon and the economic cost to the 

recreational industry. In addition the impact of  wildlife that will result from this proposed rule 

which cannot be quantified but have existence value to our society and biological systems. The 

proposed rule will inflict an irreversible commitment of resources that cannot be justified by 

economic gains. 

Primary Habitat for Species such as the Queen Charlotte Goshawk and Marbled Murrelet will 

become fragmented due to Logging and Road Construction 

 The Tongass National Forest is already naturally fragmented. If you look at its geography 

and topography, one can easily notice the island separations, patchy distributions of old growth 

forest, and a variety of landscape conditions. Increasing the already natural fragmentation will 

lead to habitat loss, eventually decreasing the amount of interior old growth forest habitat. This 

type of habitat is critical for the survival of two threatened species, the Queen Charlotte 

Goshawk and the Marbled Murrelet. 

 In addition to the effects of fragmentation on threatened species, alternative 6 would 

result in the most fragmentation because of its proposal to log in more remote watersheds and 

roadless areas. It is well known that habitat fragmentation leads to species isolation, and 

therefore poses a greater risk for local extinctions. This applies to all wildlife and not only those 

listed as threatened or endangered. However, threatened and endangered species may face a 

higher threat due to their low population numbers. The Forest Service has failed to address the 

impacts of fragmentation, habitat loss, penetration into remote roadless areas, and greater 

road lengths for several listed species. This is the case for Queen Charlotte Goshawk (T), 



Marbled Murrelet (T), Short Tailed Albatross (EN), Humpback whale (EN), and Eskimo Curlew 

(EN). Their actions would be arbitrary and capricious because the Forest Service would have 

failed to consider an important aspect of their proposal, the impact of logging on threatened 

species.  

Conservation Provisions under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) have been 

blatantly ignored 

 Section 7 of the ESA clearly states that Federal Agencies must (1) request information 

about listed species from the FWS and NMFS, (2) prepare a BA to ascertain impacts and (3) 

consult with the FWS and NMFS if adverse impacts are found. Although no laws or regulations 

have been broken yet, the DEIS clearly shows that the Forest Service has not followed many of 

the requirements imposed under the ESA. If this proposal does go through, then the Forest 

Service would be in violation of the ESA. 

 The Endangered Species Act clearly states that “federal agencies must ensure that their 

actions are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or 

threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat of 

such species”. § 7(a)(2). The fact that the Forest Service chose alternative 6 as their preferred 

alternative, demonstrates that the agency has no problem in destroying or adversely modifying 

the critical habitat for threatened or endangered species in the Tongass. Alternative 6 will 

“provide the maximum additional timber harvest opportunity, remove 9.2 million inventoried 

roadless acres on the Tongass, and convert a net total of 165,000 old growth acres and 20,000 

young growth acres”.  



 The Forest Service appears to be aware that endangered species are present in the area, 

but it has failed to prepare a biological assessment (or biological evaluation) and has failed to 

formally consult with FWS. Instead, the Forest Service has cited the 2016 Forest Plan and used 

NOAA’s BA as their own; but the proposed rule involves a new action that triggers a new 

requirement for the Forest Service to comply with the ESA. The agency’s failure to do so in this 

case directly violates the ESA.  It might also be arbitrary and capricious because the Forest 

Service entirely failed to consider important aspects of the problem as well as considering 

relevant factors10. What the Forest Service has done is fundamentally wrong because the 2016 

Forest Plan does not account for a major changes on the roadless rule that allow for logging in 

areas that are no longer protected. The Forest Service proposal needs a new BA that specifically 

addresses their proposal and its effects on old growth forests and the species that depend on it. 

 Moreover, the Forest Service must comply with the “strict substantive provisions of the 

ESA, and its procedural requirements designed to ensure compliance with the substantive 

provisions”. The Forest Service has clearly failed to comply with many of these provisions and 

therefore should provide the Secretary with “the best scientific and commercial data available” 

on the effects of their actions on threatened and endangered species.  16 U.S.C 1536 (a)(2). 

Using NOAA’s BA as evidence is not only not enough; it fails to address the major changes that 

their proposal will have on individual species. Furthermore, consideration of cumulative effects 

under section 7 of the ESA requires the Forest Service to “insure that any action authorized, 

funded or carried out by such agency is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any 
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endangered or threatened species”. The Forest Service is implicitly ignoring biological 

information by not doing their own BA. Furthermore, CEQ rules require federal agencies, such 

as the Forest Service, to get necessary information that can be reasonably obtained 40 CFR 

1502.22. Not only is the Forest Service ignoring their need to conduct a new Biological 

Assessment, but they are also violating CEQ rules. Ultimately, if this proposal goes through, 

then the Forest Service would have violated the ESA by “failing to use the best information 

available to prepare a comprehensive biological assessment considering all stages of their 

action, and thus failing to adequately assess whether their action was likely to jeopardize the 

continued existence of endangered and threatened species 7(a)(2)”.  

The population of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk in the Tongass must be listed under the ESA 

 Although distinct population segments of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, a subspecies of 

the Northern Goshawk, are currently listed as threatened under the ESA, the Tongass 

population is not. The Fish and Wildlife Service decided that the Alaskan population was 

“sufficiently protected by the Tongass Plan” and therefore did not need to be listed. If the 

Forest Service proposal to adopt Alternative 6 (or any of the other action alternatives) goes 

through, then the basis for the decision to not list the Tongass population of the Queen 

Charlotte Goshawk will be removed and the FWS will have to reconsider its decision.  Removing 

the Roadless Rule could extirpate this species population only protection. If this is the case, 

then The Fish and Wildlife Service must intervene this proposal and list the Alaskan Queen 

Charlotte Goshawk population under the ESA.  

 The Queen Charlotte Goshawk prefers mature and old growth forest habitats for nesting 

and foraging. These old growth habitats are the ones targeted by alternative 6, posing a threat 



to this species home. In addition, alternative 6 will create longer road developments, increase 

habitat fragmentation, and deforestation. The Queen Charlotte Goshawks typically nests in 

“large patches of tall, mature, and old trees with dense canopies”. Due to their high value, 

these are the type of trees that the timber industry is interested in. As stated before, 

alternative 6 would remove 24,000 old growth acres, a substantial portion of the goshawk’s 

habitat. 

 Very much like in the Northern Spotted Owl v. Hodel case, “allowing the continued old 

growth harvesting is likely to lead to the extinction of the subspecies in the foreseeable future”. 

The most recent research from the Center for Biological Diversity shows that Queen Charlottes 

Goshawks high mortality rates are linked with heavily logged forests”. Similarly, previous 

research shows that availability of adequate prey resources has been linked to goshawk 

territory, occupancy, and breeding success. The Queen Charlotte Goshawk is a keystone specie, 

so a threat to the survival of the species will have a major effect on the entire ecosystem. In 

addition, the Forest Service presents “three Key Issues” in their DEIS, which include Roadless 

Area Conservation, Support Social and Socioeconomic well-being, and conserve terrestrial 

habitat. Questionably, by choosing alternative 6 as the preferred alternative, they would not 

satisfy any of their three key issues. For example the third key issue, conserving terrestrial 

habitat, strictly contradicts alternative 6, which would generate the most logging and road 

building. Therefore, one could argue that alternative 6 does not satisfy any of the three key 

issues, and choosing it would be arbitrary and capricious.      

 The sub population of the Queen Charlotte Goshawk must be listed under the ESA 

threatened species if the Forest Service proposal is to go through. If this is the case, then critical 



habitat for this species must be assigned, making it extremely difficult for the Forest Service 

proposal and alternative 6 to be authorized. Nonetheless, if the roadless rule is removed and 

the Queen Charlotte Goshawk subpopulation does not become listed, the Service’s decision 

would be “arbitrary and capricious or contrary to law”. 

The population of the Marbled Murrelet in the Tongass Must be listed under the ESA 

 Similar to the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, the Marbled Murrelet is federally listed as 

threatened under the ESA. However, this does not include the Tongass population. Fish and 

Wildlife Service listed the Marbled Murrelet population as threatened in 1992 for the Pacific 

Region population, which includes California, Oregon, and Washington. Once again, the Tongass 

Roadless Rule served as a strong protection for the species subpopulation, and as a result this 

population was not listed under the ESA11. Removing this rule will drastically affect the species 

future. While FWS does not list this sub population as threatened, the Marbled Murrelet is 

listed as Endangered on the International Union for Conservation of Natures Red List (IUCN). 

Furthermore, the Forest Service commitment to “conserving terrestrial habitat” under their 

“three key issues” does not align with their preferred alternative (alternative 6) which would 

destroy Marbled Murrelet habitat. Alternative 6 would not satisfy the Forest Service “three key 

issue”, especially conserving terrestrial habitat, and therefore choosing alternative 6 would be 

arbitrary and capricious.    

 This very strange and mysterious seabird breeds inland on mountains near the coast and 

nests high up in mature old growth forests several miles inland (sometimes up to 50 miles) from 
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the ocean. Alternative 6 of the Forest Service proposal will place a direct threat to this species 

habitat. Previous research shows that fragmenting the Marbled Murrelet habitat, can affect its 

breeding success.  

 Most importantly though, allowing this proposal to go through will remove the only 

protection for this subpopulation. For nearly two decades road building and logging has been 

prohibited in the Tongass, providing a strong conservation mechanism for the survival of this 

specie.  

The Forest Service has not conducted a biological assessment for their proposal and 

therefore has not provided the “best scientific and commercial data available”. Instead the 

Forest Service conducted a comprehensive assessment, which is arguably neither 

comprehensive nor substantial enough. By not providing enough information on their effects 

on Marbled Murrelets, one could argue that their assessment violates NEPA rather than the 

ESA 40 CFR 1502.22. In fact, most of the information stated on their EIS on Marbled Murrelets 

come from the 90’s with the most recent research cited in 2007. This does not provide a 

reliable depiction of their proposal effects on Marbled Murrelet and therefore can’t be trusted. 

The Forest Service has the responsibility to conduct a new Biological Assessment that evaluates 

the effects of old growth forest logging and fragmentation on Marbled Murrelets. In addition, 

removing the roadless rule would require FWS to consider listing this subpopulation under the 

ESA. Without any sort of protection and the added threats of logging, road building and habitat 

fragmentation, the survival of this species will be at risk. Just like their counterparts in 

California, Oregon, and Washington, the Tongass sub population must become listed under the 



ESA. If FWS decides not to list the subpopulation, then it must under law suggest reasonable 

and prudent alternatives that will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 

Environmental effects on the Endangered Short Tailed Albatross would violate the ESA 

 This pelagic sea bird forages offshore and in shelf-break waters through the North 

Pacific Ocean and is listed under the ESA as Endangered. The FWS has assigned Alaska as a lead 

region for the conservation of this species, and estimates the world population of Short Tailed 

Albatross to be under 2,200 birds. This species is known to forage in near shore waters adjacent 

to the Tongass and therefore could be at threat from the Forest Service proposal. In fact, the 

DEIS conducted by the Forest Service clearly states that Short Tailed Albatross “could be 

affected by reduced marine water quality due to activities in the nearshore environment, 

including LTF use, log raft towing, vessel traffic, and timber harvest within the beach fringe”. 

However, the DEIS fails to address the concrete effects on the species by just stating the 

“possible” effects. This is unacceptable, especially due to the low number of individuals 

remaining. The Forest Service must consult with FWS and find out if their proposal will 

jeopardize the continued existence of the Short Tailed Albatross. Just stating the possible 

effects is not enough. The Forest Service must conduct a Biological Assessment that “ascertains 

whether the species or its critical habitat is likely to be adversely affected by this proposal,” and 

if so, it must consult with the FWS as required by § 7(a)(2) of the ESA. 

The Forest Service is violating its duty to conserve the Endangered Humpback Whale 

 The Western North Pacific stock of Humpback whales, which includes the Tongass 

population, was listed as Endangered under the ESA back in 1973. In Alaska, critical habitat was 

designated south of Anchorage and on the Alaskan Peninsula. Populations in the Tongass were 



among the best conserved, in fact recent estimates of the Central-North Pacific stock found 

1,115 unique identifications in South East Alaska, accounting for 66.8% of the Central-North 

Pacific stock. The roadless rule has served as a strong protection for the Tongass waters and its 

species.  Removing it will pose a direct threat to the Central North Pacific Stock. 

 Research has shown that some of the greatest threats to humpback whales today are 

entanglements in fishing gear, ship strikes and coastal habitat pollution. The latter two would 

result in potential impacts if the Forest Service proposal goes through. Under all action 

alternatives, especially alternative 6, activities implemented under the Forest Plan would result 

in higher vessel traffic and marine activity associated with LTF use and log transport. Because 

humpback whales inhabit coastal areas, “they will become increasingly exposed to human 

activity” through this proposal. The Forest Service must not allow future endangerment to an 

already endangered species. Conservation for this species is required under the ESA through 

the “use of all methods and procedures necessary to bring any endangered or threatened 

species back to the point at which the measures provided under the ESA are no longer 

necessary”. See ESA §§ 3(3) & 7(a)(1).  Similarly, under section 7 of the ESA, the Forest Service 

must not “jeopardize the continued existence of an endangered species”. ESA § 7(a)(2).  

Selecting alternative 6 as the preferred alternative violates section 7 of the ESA as well as the 

ESA’s affirmative duty to conserve listed species.  

 Ultimately, the Forest Service did not ensure compliance with the substantives 

provisions of the ESA, by skipping step 1 and 2 of the consultation process. All agencies 

proposing to take an action “must inquire with the FWS whether any threatened or endangered 

species are present in the area of the proposed action” 1536(a)(2). If the answer is affirmative 



“a biological assessment must be undertaken to determine if such species is likely to be 

affected by the action”. By failing to do this the Forest Service has provided an unreliable 

depiction of the effects of their proposed actions on threatened and endangered species. In 

order to fully understand the effects of their proposal the Forest Service must prepare a 

Biological Assessment and eventually assure that their proposed actions won’t have 

detrimental effects on the survival of humpback whales. 

No consideration on the Endangered Eskimo Curlew 

The Forest Service DEIS clearly states that Eskimo Curlews are not considered as 

inhabiting the Tongass National Forest. The Forest Service makes this claim without a single 

source to support it. All they state is that: “there is no potential occurrence in the analysis 

area”. This is a big mistake on their part because by ignoring an endangered species that may 

exist in the action area of their proposal, they would be in direct violation of the ESA and more 

importantly the consultation process under section 7 of the ESA. Indeed, FWA includes the 

Tongass as part of the species range. This shows once again how the Forest Service has violated 

the basic requirements of the ESA that it: (1) request information about listed species from the 

FWS and NMFS, (2) prepare a BA to ascertain impacts and (3) consult with the FWS and NMFS if 

adverse impacts are found. 

 Moreover, if the Forest Service truly believes that there are no Eskimo Curlews in the 

Tongass National Forest, then they should conduct a status review (Northern Spotted Owl v 

Hodel) under the consultation of the Fish and Wildlife Service. The Forest Service should 

assemble a group of experts to determine if any Eskimo Curlews are present in the action area. 



The Forest Service proposal must not be allowed to proceed without any evidence that shows 

that Eskimo Curlews are not present and will not be affected under their preferred alternative. 

The Forest Service has failed to adequately address the National Historic Preservation Act  

Apart from possible violations to the ESA, the DEIS undermines federal requirements 

under the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The Tongass National Forest is comprised 

of approximately 17 million acres. Cities within the Tongass National Forest include Yakutat, 

Hoonah, Sitka, Juneau, Petersburg, Wrangell, Thorne Bay, Craig, and Ketchikan. The Alaska 

Historic Preservation office has adapted historic properties in the cities of Sitka, Juneau and 

Ketchikan, all of which are deeply rooted in Native Alaskan History. The city of Sitka has 20 

different sites designated as historical under the Alaska Historic Preservation Office. Many of 

the historical sites in the city Sitka have strong ties to the Tlingit people. The Tlingit people 

settled in Sitka over 10,000 years ago. In the draft environmental impact statement, the USDA 

Forest Service states that approximately 6 percent (26,418 acres) of the Sitka community use 

area (CUA) is presently managed in development land use designation (LUD). This total would 

increase under all action alternatives, with net gains ranging from about 230 acres (Alternatives 

2 and 3) to 64,600 acres (Alternatives 5 and 6). The net gains are substantial with no clear 

indication of what areas within Sitka will be developed.  

Juneau the capital of Alaska has 23 historical listings within its boundaries. Juneau’s CUA 

encompasses a total of 2,029,326 acres. Most of this area (79 percent) is presently managed as 

roadless. 12 Within Juneau, X’unáxi is one of the 23 historical listings, which is a traditional 

cultural property that was the site of the first Auk Tlingit village in the Juneau area. It is 
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described by Tlingit people as a shamanic landscape due to the presence of shamans’ graves 

and is considered a spiritual place and a ceremonial space used by contemporary Tlingit people. 

The area is a place to go for spiritual renewal, a place to acquire spirits, and where Tlingit 

people feed the spirits of their ancestors13. Approximately 1 percent (10,633 acres) of the 

Juneau CUA is presently managed in development LUDs. This total would increase under all 

action alternatives, with net gains ranging from about 37 acres (Alternatives 2 to 4) to 139,600 

acres (Alternative 6).  Alternatives 2-6 pose a threat to the historical sites in Juneau, the most 

concerning is X’unáxi because of it culture significance14.   

Ketchikan a city within the Tongass National Forest has a total of 18 designated 

historical sites. The Totem Bight State Historical Park is located within the Ketchikan. The park is 

located on the former site of a traditional Native campground known as Mud Village and Mud 

Bight Village. The totem poles were abandoned by the natives when moved to areas with more 

job opportunities15. Each totem pole has a distinct meaning to the native people who inhabited 

the land. Approximately 6 percent (121,179 acres) of the Ketchikan CUA is presently managed 

in 

development LUDs. This total would increase under all action alternatives, with net gains 

ranging from about 10,600 acres (Alternative 2) to 292,200 acres (Alternatives 5 and 6)16.   

Under the National Historical Preservation Act, historic property is defined to include: 

“any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object, included in or eligible for 
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inclusion in the National Register. 36 C.F.R §800.2 (e). The rules require the action agency to 

make a “reasonable and good faith effort to identify historic properties that may be affected by 

the undertaking” in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). 36 C.F.R § 

800.4 (b). In the draft environmental impact statement, the Forest Service has consulted with 

the with the State of Alaska Department of Natural Resources, Division of Parks and Outdoor 

Recreation, Office of History and Archaeology, resulting in a letter from the State Historic 

Preservation Officer concurring with the Forest Service’s determination that changes in 

management direction for designated roadless areas on the Tongass would not result in an 

undertaking, as defined in 36 CFR 800.16. Although road construction and/or timber harvest 

could potentially increase within some designated roadless areas, impacts under the NHPA 

would be based on site-specific proposals, which are currently unknown, and would be 

addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses.  

The very fact that the Forest Service was required to prepare an EIS for this rule strongly 

suggests that this is indeed an undertaking. NEPA is a "close statutory analog" to the NHPA. San 

Carlos Apache Tribe v. United States, 417 F.3d 1091, 1097 (9th Cir. 2005). "Because of the 

operational similarity between the two statutes, courts generally treat “major federal actions” 

under the NEPA as closely analogous to “federal undertakings” under the NHPA." Sac and Fox 

Nation of Mo. v. Norton, 240 F.3d 1250 (10th Cir. 2001).  A federal undertaking requires that 

the agency completes a full analysis on the effects of the proposed rule and it is evident in the 

DEIS that the Forest Service has failed to comply with these requirements. Failure to comply 

will ultimately create an undertaking to these sacred locations.  



There are 61 sites recognized by the Alaska’s State Historic Preservation Office in the 

Tongass National Forest. There is no doubt that the proposed rule will have a tremendous 

effect on these various sites. The proposed rule has no mention of the direct effect or potential 

effects it will have on these historical preservation sites. Sitka, Juneau and Ketchikan all have 

less than 6 percent of developed land, the proposed rule will exempt all undeveloped land from 

the roadless rule. It is necessary that USDA Forest Service addresses this issue. The draft 

environmental impact statement states that issue that arise will be addressed on a site- specific 

proposal. The agencies failure to identify the potential issues and submit substantial 

information in the draft environmental impact statement is in violation of The National 

Historical Preservation Act considering the agency has not made “reasonable and good faith 

effort to identify historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking”. In comparison to 

Pueblo of Sandia v. United States (50 F.3d 856) case, where the agency had failed to also to 

make a reasonable, good faith effort in identify Historical Preservation site. The duty of the 

Forest Service is clearly identified in the National Historical Preservation Act, and the agency 

must comply.  

Proposed Rule Create Environmental Injustice 

The disparities among Native communities in Alaska are rooted in its history. In 1959 

when Alaska became a state, 104.5 million acres of Native land was transferred to public 

domain and then transferred to the state. It wasn’t until 1971 that Congress approved the 

Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 USC 1601-1624)  which authorized Alaska Natives to 

select and receive title to 44 million acres of public land in Alaska, and $962,000,000 in cash as 



settlement of their aboriginal claim to land in the State17. The inequalities faced by Native 

communities in 1959 continue to be prevalent today.  

The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal governments, 

passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 

from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the 

exemption will actively contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose 

identities, cultures, and livelihoods are integral to the forest. The proposed rule will have 

significant effects on the indigenous communities, at the cost of temporary economic relief. 

The proposed rule exemplifies and further advances inequalities faced by many Indian Tribes. 

Alaskan Natives have continuously inhabited Southeast Alaska and the Tongass for thousands 

of years, relying on the bounty of salmon, deer and moose for food. Inventoried roadless areas 

protect healthy watersheds which provide cold, clean water that sustains many of the tribes in 

Alaska. Inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity and help ensure the continued 

protection of indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to spiritual, social, nutritional, and 

ecological value. 

The first nations include the Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian, and the forest itself is named 

for the Tlingit people who inhabited the southernmost areas of Southeast Alaska near what is 

now the city of Ketchikan. Dependence on the land is still a way of life here, a cultural tradition 

as well as a necessity, made possible by the abundance of fish and wildlife in the region. Today, 
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the Tongass is home to approximately 70,000 people spread among 32 communities, including 

approximately 32,000 in the state capital of Juneau. 

In February, the Organized Village of Kake and the other cooperating agencies received 

a robust, 500-page document, detailing the various options on the table for the Tongass 

National Forest. The Forest Service gave the tribes two weeks to submit comments, and for 

smaller tribes this task was impossible. The fact of the matter is that the Forest Service did not 

give the Tribes substantial amount of time to review the complicated document and submit 

comments within a two-week turnaround. The expectation to complete this task is unfair, and 

inequitable. When the tribes asked for more time from the Forest Service agency stated “They 

said they had a timeline and they were going to stick to it”18.  

In the draft environmental impact statement, it highlights the cooperation between the 

Forest Service and the Native Tribes in Alaska. On July 30, 2018, the Forest Service invited 19 

Southeast Alaska federally-recognized tribes to participate as cooperating agencies during the 

rulemaking process. Six tribes agreed to become cooperating agencies and entered into a 

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). The tribes were invited to be cooperating agencies due 

to their specialized knowledge and expertise of land management, subsistence, natural 

resources, and potential impacts to specific communities within Alaska19. Many tribes within 

the community report that the agency has not taken the tribes input into consideration, that 

the attempt of cooperation is more of a formality. On October 29, 2019 in an unprecedented 

show of unity, the six federally recognized Tribal governments stepped forward to voice their 
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concern over the federal government’s handling of the proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking 

process and its potential negative impact on tribally significant lands in the Tongass National 

Forest. “In a joint letter to U.S. Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue, the Angoon Cooperative 

Association, Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska, Hoonah Indian 

Association, Hydaburg Cooperative Association, Organized Village of Kake, and Organized 

Village of Kasaan expressed deep disappointment in the year-long process that has not been 

designed to be fair or equitable from the beginning and has completely ignored the Tribal 

governments’ voices and concerns. Concern was also expressed as a rushed timeline seemed 

more focused on political expediency rather than settling on an equitable solution that 

addressed Tribal concerns20.”  

“It’s absolutely critical that we be at the table instead of on the menu” stated Richard 

Peterson, President of the Central Council of Tlingit and Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska 

(CCTHITA). Throughout the process Tribal leaders have felt their roles and responsibilities as 

“cooperating agencies” have been undermined by a politically motivated, expedited timeline to 

be finished by June 2020, even though all of the Tribal representatives repeatedly requested 

extensions in writing, at meetings, and during teleconferences with the United States Forest 

Service. The Tribes agreed to participate in this process as “cooperating agencies” in order to 

have meaningful engagement with, and provide unique knowledge and expertise to, the US 

Forest Service regarding the Alaska Roadless rulemaking process but that has not been the 

case.  
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Native Tribes of Alaska continue to face issue of social injustice. It is the reasonability of 

the US Forest Service to ensure that this decision regarding the Tongass National Forest are 

reached through collaboration with the Native Tribes. Throughout the draft environmental 

impact statement, the idea of cooperation is embedded in the document however, it is not 

truly held. Alaskan Native Tribes are speaking out against the Forest Service saying that their 

concerns and ideas and not taken into consideration. The Forest Service should not promote 

collaboration if there is none occurring. 

Tongass Conclusion: 

The DEIS claims that the exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 

Roadless Rule will have minimal environmental and economic effects, on the Tongass National 

Forest but that is not the case. The exemption will result in maximum timber harvest and the 

removal of 9.2 million inventoried roadless acres.  The Forest Service cannot rationally claim 

that the exemption will not affect the environmental, Alaskan residents/ tribes, and 

endangered species. Our prepared comment demonstrates how the DEIS has failed to 

considered all the effects that the proposed rule will have. The DEIS fails to analyze the effects 

it will have on the endangered species, national historical sites, the environment, the Alaska 

economy and environmental and social justice. For the DEIS to make a claim that there will be 

minimal effects demonstrates the lack of analysis completed by the agency in the DEIS. 

The Forest Service DEIS lacks significant information critical to making the determination 

of exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  The DEIS makes no 

effort to evaluate the potential effects of the proposed rule on Native Tribes, endangered 

species and National Historical Preservation sites. If the Forest Service decides to commit to 



alternative 6 of the DEIS the agency is obligated under 40 CFR §1502.22 to address the issues 

stated above and make the analysis available for public comment before a final decision is 

made. For all of the reasons listed here we urge the Forest Service to either withdraw the 

proposed rule or choose alternative 1, the no action alternative as its decision. For the benefit 

of present and future generations, the 2001 Roadless Rule should be retained on the Tongass 

National Forest.  Once the forest is opened to new roads and logging it will never be the same 

again. 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Javier 
Last name: Mendez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Javier Mendez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mendez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mendez and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
 
We're dead without trees - get it?  You morons!!  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Mendez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Molly 
Last name: mendez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Molly mendez and I live in Oakley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Molly mendez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:04:54 AM 
First name: Moranda 
Last name: Mendez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Moranda Mendez and I live in Seguin, TX. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Very forested area should be protected for future generations. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, its huge swaths of intact 
ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). It is important to me that high-
value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Mendez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Virginia Mendez and I live in Hollywood, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Virginia Mendez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vince 
Last name: Mendieta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vince Mendieta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Mendiola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joe Mendiola and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
 
Does "Forest Service" mean bowing to corporate interests or protesting our forests? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joe Mendiola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mendivil 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 8:03:43 AM 
First name: Jose 
Last name: mendiza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jose Mendiza and I live in Miami Springs, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Because a friend of mine whos dream it is to work with nature is being threatened by some corporate owned 
puppet that is POTUS.  
 
Not many people take the time to care for nature but we need to preserve nature as it is the force that keeps all 
life on earth alive. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Mendoza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christopher Mendoza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christopher Mendoza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dale 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dale Mendoza and I live in Bahama, North Carolina. 
 
 
One Earth only. Lets save it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dale Mendoza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Durango 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Durango Mendoza and I live in Urbana, Illinois. 
 
 
We need to keep out old growth forests for many reasons. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Durango Mendoza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative one 
 
I choose alternative 1. Please protect the forest. 
 
-Jacob 
 
-- 
 
Jacob Mendoza 
 
Archaeological Specialist 
 
Surveys Unlimited Research Associates, Inc. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave the land as it is. Do not destroy what we have.Plain and simple.ThanksMike Mendoza 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Miranda 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Miranda Mendoza and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Miranda Mendoza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Mendoza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Mendoza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: Menechella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tony Menechella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keno 
Last name: Menechino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Keno Menechino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keno 
Last name: Menechino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Keno Menechino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hanna 
Last name: Menefee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6257 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
Keep Alaska wild. Keep the forest *alive* [text underlined for emphasis]. We share this land with many others 
(the salmon, the bears, the beaver, the wolves, the porcupine...)who are we to sign their death warrent? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawne 
Last name: Meneguzzo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawne Meneguzzo and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawne Meneguzzo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: catherine 
Last name: mengani 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is catherine mengani and I live in San Severino Marche, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, catherine mengani 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mengel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I would like to express support for Alternative 1. The Tongass is Americas largest national forest and the heart 
of the largest intact temperate rainforest left in the world. It is home to iconic wildlife including brown bears, 
black bears, bald eagles, timber wolves, and all five species of Pacific salmon. 
 
The Tongass is also the countrys most important national forest for carbon sequestration and climate change 
mitigation. With parts of Alaska warming at roughly twice the rate of the planets average speed, maintaining 
this critical ecosystem advances climate change solutions for both our national and international climate efforts. 
 
Opening up parts of the Tongass to logging would also hurt the economy, as the wildlands support the regions 
robust tourism, commercial fishing, and outdoor recreation sectors. I urge you to reverse course and protect the 
Tongass National Forest from destructive roadbuilding and logging. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Menke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments:Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
I attended the USDA public hearing in Haines, Alaska, today regarding the USFS project relating to the 
Tongass National Forest Roadless Rule. 
 
I found the presentation very slanted toward industry with little supporting economical or environmental 
evidence for conclusions and recommendations being put forth to change the current Tongass Roadless Rule. 
 
Where we live, here in SE Alaska, drought and wildfires threaten our homes and global warming and climate's 
rapid changes threaten our oceans, fish, wildlife, and way of living. 
 
A healthy intact Tongass National Forest, with the Roadless Rule remaining UNCHANGED, Alternative 1, is 
literally our Firewall against the catastrophic effects of global warming and accelerating climate change. 
 
Yet the critical issue of global warming/climate change is not listed among the issues being consideration in the 
USFS report under the assumption, we are told, that the global warming/climate change issue is so big that 
what happens on the Tongass doesn't matter. Such an assertion is not only unsubstantiated, it goes against all 
scientific and ecological credibility. 
 
Adding roads and increasing timber production on the Tongass, as any aquatic ecologist can attest, will 
increase warming of the land and lessen the ability of the forest to absorb carbon and hold soil and moisture, 
adding to impacts we are already experiencing here in Southeast Alaska. The ability of a healthy old growth 
forest to hold and release moisture is critical to fisheries, wildlife, and stability of our climate. 
 
The lack of transparent cost benefit analyses for timber sales must be addressed. Forest Service is currently 
failing to adequately address real costs and benefits of the proposed changes to our region and our planet. 
 
The current analysis and recommendations to change the Tongass Roadless Rule are inadequate, lacking in 
scientific substance, and defy credibility. 
 
The scope of these analyses must be expanded. To keep our region and planet healthy and sustainable, we 
must move into the future with our eyes wide open to real costs and risks of resource extraction that profits 
some and costs the many. 
 
More time needs to be spent on the issues already identified in what has been significant initial public input 
which I paraphrase (and improve) here. 
 
*Impact on Alaska Native cultures and lifestyles 
 
*Biological assessments including fish and wildlife impacts 
 
*Complete cost-benefit analysis of timber sales and road construction including costs associated with increased 
global warming/climate change risks 
 
*Information on taxpayer subsidies 
 
*Who is profiting? Who will pay the costs? 
 
*Full disclosure of the economic value (and economic risk) of expanding the Southeast Alaska timber industry 
through Roadless Rule changes 
 
*Increase in potential for fire risk..warm the land, warm the ocean, fire risk increases.. 
 



*Effect on local industries especially commercial fishing including special use permit information and impacts 
on tourism 
 
*Effect on rural communities that rely on subsistence resources 
 
*Assessment of State of Alaska's Citizen Advisory Committee member appointments 
 
*Effect of restoring roadless areas in which roads were previously constructed 
 
*Impact to the Forest Service budget and State of Alaska budget of implementation of the alternatives 
 
*Net economic benefit/cost to SoutheastAlaska communities and the planet over the long-term 
 
(including increased fire risk, increased storm risk, increased drought risk, increased mudslide and erosion risk) 
 
*A comparison of sustainable logging practices that utilize local mills and serve the local public vs shipping 
whole logs overseas 
 
Alternative 1 is the only credible choice at this time. Keep the Tongass Roadless Rule unchanged. 
 
Regards, 
 
Kathleen Menke 
 
PO Box 781 
 
Haines AK 99827 
 
Keep me updated with what must be a much improved analysis for any proposed changes to the Tongass 
Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Menn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is C. Menn and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
If you forestry higher ups want a greedy job join the Koch corporations dont be in a civil servant job because 
you work for us citizens NOT GREEDY CORPORATIONS. NO CLEARCUTTING of TONGASS National Forest 
EVER!!!! Do your damn job for us citizens not greedy, lying Drumpf. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, C. Menn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Menna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marion Menna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Menna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marion Menna and I live in Port Charlotte, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marion Menna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Menne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Menne and I live in Tacoma, Washington. 
 
We must protect the lands that we have designated as special. This plan is inadequate. Particularly plans for 
changes in the Bear Ears area should wait for resolution of the current legal challenges. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Menne 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Menne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne Menne and I live in Camarillo, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Suzanne Menne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mari 
Last name: Mennel-Bell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mari Mennel-Bell and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
Nothing whatsoever is more important to me than preserving our fragile environmental gems! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mari Mennel-Bell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mari 
Last name: Mennel-Bell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
PLEASE conserve roadless area characteristics on the Tongass !!! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Mensch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrea Mensch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leon 
Last name: Mensch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I would like to ask that you keep the roadless rule in place for the Tongass National Forest. As one of the last 
old growth forests in North America it provides a vital ecosystem that we should maintain for the future. Some 
of the local logging companies have stated that even if the Tongass is exempt from the roadless rule, they will 
probably not increase logging. The roads will most likely open up the forest to mining which can be even more 
devastating to the ecosystem than logging. There are places in our country that we should just leave alone as 
we continually prove that we destroy the environment whatever we go. The Tongass National Forest is one 
place we should leave alone. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Mensch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew Mensch and I live in Hillsboro, Oregon. 
 
 
There are certainly easier ways to turn a dollar. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew Mensch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Mensing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hannah Mensing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: max 
Last name: mensing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is max mensing and I live in Baker City, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, max mensing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Mensing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Mensing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Mente 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Mente and I live in Alpharetta, Georgia. 
 
 
No More clearcutting, no new mines, no additional oil drilling.  Leave the pristine environment, pristine. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Mente 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Mentock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose logging preserved natural habitats. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Mentz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kevin Mentz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Menz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J 
Last name: Menzel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J Menzel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Mepham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule in Tongass National Forest 
 
Hello, 
 
I am writing in support of Alternative One regarding the Tongass National Forest. I wholeheartedly believe that 
it is wrong to allow renewed road building or logging in this old growth forest. The Forest is important for 
tourism in Alaska, aids the fight against the climate crisis by providing carbon sinks, and is a truly beautiful 
natural landscape. Allowing logging for short term capital gains is a short sighted sacrifice of something that 
can literally never be replaced. Please do not allow renewed logging and road building in Tongass National 
Forest. 
 
Best, 
 
Daniel Mepham 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: barbara 
Last name: merat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is barbara merat and I live in Middlebrg Hts, Ohio. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, barbara merat 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Meraz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Meraz and I live in Pico Rivera, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Meraz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Neal 
Last name: Merbaum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Neal Merbaum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Neal 
Last name: Merbaum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Neal Merbaum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Francisco 
Last name: Mercado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Francisco Mercado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angelika 
Last name: Mercer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angelika Mercer and I live in Joliet, Illinois. 
 
 
Once destroyed, these natural places can never be again. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angelika Mercer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Mercer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith Mercer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Mercer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie Mercer and I live in Sonoma, California. 
 
We must keep standing for saving our first fight all fours and other natural land and water..the future is up to us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Leslie Mercer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maxwell 
Last name: Mercer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC461 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Maxwell Mercer Ketchikan is my home. Recreate extensively [illegible] southern [illegible]. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
would enhance and preserve habitat 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
- prince of Wales Island, Revillagegado, Yes bay 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Fishing, camping, hiking, subsistence salmon [illegible] 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Conservation, visitor information enhancements, trails, cabins 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Sincerely, 



 
Maxwell Mercer 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maxwell 
Last name: Mercer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC796 
 
Dear Secretary Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mercer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mercer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Merchant 
Organization: Select... 
Title:  
Comments: 
Financially speaking if is not a sound investment to remove the road less status from the Tonga. Leave the old 
growth ancient forest intact. Let the rivers continue to flow with salmon and keep the wildlife plentiful. Alaska is 
so vast surely if the trees are needed that bad there are alternative options. Losing 30 million a year to open 
new roads for logging is foolish and wasteful. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Merchant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Merchant and I live in Edenton, North Carolina. 
 
When the last tree is cut, the last fish is caught, and the last river is polluted; when to breathe the air is 
sickening, you will realize, too late, that wealth is not in bank accounts and that you can't eat money.~Alanis 
Obomsawin 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lisa Merchant 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chuck 
Last name: Mercier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chuck Mercier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A 
Last name: MERCIK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, A MERCIK 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Guy 
Last name: Merckx 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Guy Merckx and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Guy Merckx 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Zachary 
Last name: Meredick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Meredith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC443 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
My name is Meredith, and I live and work in Sikta. I hike + swim in and around the Tongass and commercial-
fish every summer. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
- 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
I care about our T77 salmon watershed areas as a commercial fisherwoman! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Meredith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am appalled to learn of plans to log the Tongass National Forest. Lifting protections for this important area 
flies in the face of reason. While the economic benefit to logging companies is undeniable, such a narrow 
purpose lacks vision, ignores science, and is inexcusable. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is the spawning ground for 40% of the West Coast's wild salmon. Destroying this 
habitat decimates already critical salmon populations and will have a serious impact on wildlife that feed on 
these salmon as well as both the recreational and commercial fishing industries. 
 
According to the 2017 USDA Tongass Salmon Factsheet 
(https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd554592.pdf ) the Tongass produces 80% of 
commercial salmon harvested annually in Southeast Alaska. Reduction of these salmon will affect both direct 
fishing jobs as well as salmon processing jobs. 
 
According to the Factsheet on average 120,000 sports fishermen catch nearly one million salmon in Southeast 
Alaska annually. And nearly 90% of rural households in the area use salmon with residents' annual salmon 
consumption at 60 pounds higher than the average US consumption of ALL seafood. Destruction of the 
spawning grounds due to logging with have a serious negative impact in these areas. 
 
There are cultural considerations in deciding whether to allow logging of this forest. According to an article in 
Salon, ...the Organized Village of Kake depends on food such as berries and salmon from the Tongass. The 
Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people rely on the land for cultural and traditional practices like hunting and 
fishing. https://www.salon.com/2019/12/15/forest-service-moves-to-open-americas-amazon-to-
loggers_partner/?fbclid=IwAR085L_fiNZZShb6CGZY1RSKywR0mchDiJyRklNY6qxW-BIX4DPjpDTKM0Q 
 
The USDA fact sheet also explains that returning salmon bring important nutrients to the forest. A reduction in 
salmon due to logging's habitat destruction means further damage to the forest with the loss of this nutrient 
source. 
 
Another area to consider in deciding whether to allow logging of the Tongass National Forest is its importance 
in reducing carbon emissions and slowing climate change. Old trees such as those in this forest are more 
efficient at carbon removal and storage. The Salon article above states, The Tongass stores more carbon 
removed from the atmosphere than any other national forest in the country in its old-growth Sitka spruce, 
hemlock and cedar trees. It helps protect Alaska, which is warming more than twice as fast from climate 
change as our planet overall. The forest holds about 650 million tons of carbon or about half of U.S. carbon 
dioxide emissions in 2017. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is more than a huge stand of harvestable timber. Its value in preservation of vital 
salmon runs, its cultural importance, and its huge role in carbon storage and protecting against further climate 
change need to take priority over timber industry expansion. 
 
Please make the responsible decision to protect what already exists and to protect us all from the ravages of 
climate change. 
 
No logging in the Tongass. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Meredith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeffrey Meredith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Micki 
Last name: Meredith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Micki Meredith and I live in Cazadero, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Micki Meredith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicky 
Last name: Meredith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicky Meredith and I live in Ponte Vedra Beach, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nicky Meredith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Meredith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tina 
Last name: Meredith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
keep the Tongass National Forest roadless! 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
This is incredibly irresponsible to our environment and wildlife. 
 
Select the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach or 
prove to the American people you're a sell out to industry - the highest bidder - with no integrity! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tina Meredith 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Malcolm 
Last name: Merenda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Malcolm Merenda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kurt 
Last name: Merg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mergener 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kate Mergener 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mergener 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kate Mergener 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maddie 
Last name: merhai 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maddie merhai and I live in Weston, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maddie merhai 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: Merical 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rick Merical and I live in Mooresburg, Tennessee. 
 
Your grandchildren and mine deserve clean water and breathable air, do the right thing and enhance 
environmental protections. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rick Merical 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Luke 
Last name: Merickel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robyn 
Last name: Mericle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robyn Mericle and I live in Chicago, Illinois. I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to 
roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska's Tongass National Forest. This is an 
incredibly short sighted proposal that would put Alaska's wildlife and natural wilderness at serious risk. It would 
also harm the state's economically beneficial tourist industry, an industry that generates far more wealth for 
Alaskans than logging and timber. Please make the right choice and protect Tongass from needless 
exploitation. 
 
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
 
 
Robyn Mericle 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcia 
Last name: Merithew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcia Merithew and I live in Northampton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marcia Merithew 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Meriwether 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Don Meriwether 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joel 
Last name: merk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is joel merk and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, joel merk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Merkel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Merkel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karynn 
Last name: Merkel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karynn Merkel and I live in Eureka, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karynn Merkel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adelaide 
Last name: Merkle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Adelaide Merkle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Merle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Merle and I live in Vineland, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Merle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Merle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose any and all new development including road building and selling off of lands by the National Forest 
Service. Please preserve our forests. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Merlesena 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Merlesena and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike Merlesena 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Merline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie Merline and I live in St. Clair Shores, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie Merline 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julija 
Last name: Merljak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julija Merljak and I live in Toowong, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julija Merljak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lena 
Last name: Merrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6176 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Merrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Merrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Merrick and I live in Vallejo, California. 
 
You have no right to destroy public lands for profit or any other reason. Stop now before the lawsuits against 
you start. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Diane Merrick 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Merrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Merrick and I live in Somerville, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Merrick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Merrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Merrick and I live in Lisle, Illinois. 
 
 
Corporate interests can't always be put ahead of environment issues.  We need the Tongass Forest 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Merrick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Neil 
Last name: Merrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Neil Merrick and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Neil Merrick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: penny 
Last name: merriett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is penny merriett and I live in Rancho Santa Margarita, California. 
 
Please please please stop putting big money big oil big corporate needs above the wishes of Americans. 
Almost everyone I speak with does not want our Natl parks and wild lands dismantled. The exception is some 
Republican Fox news viewers I know. It's not right that the propaganda spread by Fox news and GOP is 
allowed to sway the opinions of uninformed Americans and the elderly are continually targeted. I haven't been 
to Alaska yet, but I have been near and I can tell you, it's amazingly beautiful and needs to be preserved 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, penny merriett 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Merrifield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3437 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
There was and today still is a reason why the Tongass was/is under the protection of the Roadless Rule. 
Please keep politics out of this. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Merrifield 
 
Muncy, PA 17756 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Merrifield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3437 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee:  
 
There was and today still is a reason why the Tongass was/is under the protection of the Roadless Rule. 
Please keep politics out of this. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
John Merrifield 
Muncy, PA 17756 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: Merrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anita Merrigan and I live in Steamboat Springs, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anita Merrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Merrill and I live in Wakefield, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Merrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Stop the absurd attempts to log Tongass.  Attempts to roll back effective protections of this land represent theft 
of public resources and an unprecedented culture of corruption at the top of the federal bureaucracy.   
I support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous 
rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- who have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
Stop the absurd corruption.  Stop the attempts to roll back regulations.  
Regards, Benjamin Merrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Stop the absurd attempts to log Tongass. Attempts to roll back effective protections of this land represent theft 
of public resources and an unprecedented culture of corruption at the top of the federal bureaucracy. 
 
I support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous 
rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- who have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Stop the absurd corruption. Stop the attempts to roll back regulations. 
 
Regards, Benjamin Merrill 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deb 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
[Attached postcard received 12/31/2019. Redacted to protect personally identifiable information. Original is in 
the project record.] 
 
Text: 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest remaining intact temperate 
rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and wildlife is essential to the 
economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska, Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to combat climate 
change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Name: 
 
Address: 
 
City: Zip: 
 
Email: 
 
Phone: 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 7:05:40 AM 
First name: Jayson 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jayson Merrill and I live in Sitka, AK. Been here for about a year. I depend on the forest for 
recreation and hunting(for food). It needs to be around for my kids, kids. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I find in nature, the status of the Tongass 
as a national and global treasure, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, viewing wildlife, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any 
alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. 
It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because N/a. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jessica Merrill and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
PLEASE STOP THE CUTTING OF OLD TREES.BIG BUSINESS SUCKS, ESPECIALLY THE tRAMP 
ADMINISTRATION. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jessica Merrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jessica Merrill and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jessica Merrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kimberly Merrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sally Merrill and I live in Acton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sally Merrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: Merrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tony Merrill and I live in Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tony Merrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Crystal 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5499 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Crystal Merritt 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
Keep the Tongass wild! 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hope 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hope Merritt and I live in Sitka, AK. I have lived in Sitka for almost 16 years. 
 
As a small business owner I harvest aquatic plants to resale to a rapidly growing local foods market. I harvest 
Salicornia & bull kelp on a relatively large scale. We rely on the income these resources bring in. 
 
My family uses the Tongass forest for food, medicine, recreation & spirituality. We rely heavily on the resources 
to keep ourselves fed with berries, mushrooms, venison. I harvest spruce pitch, usnea, Devil's Club and 
dozens of other small flowering plants, mosses, shrubs, lichens, fungi, for medicine. I am writing a comment on 
the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption 
will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in 
nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for 
future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because we are relying on 
the existing healthy stands of forest more and more. If more clear cutting is done it will be directly in 
competition with local subsistence users as well as eco tourism and those who value clean air. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries. 
 
 
 



Please keep the road less rule in place, our future generations depend on it. It is short sighted to sale off these 
trees for nothing more then money! Culture, food, air to breath and far more valuable. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Merritt and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Merritt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Opposed to opening up Tongass for development 
 
Hello, 
 
I am opposed to exploiting the resources of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
One of the world's last intact temperate rainforests, the Tongass helps fight the climate crisis by sequestering 
atmospheric CO2. PLEASE DO NOT GRANT an EXEMPTION from the &quot;Roadless Rule,&quot; which 
would put the pristine forest at risk of logging. 
 
THE Roadless Rule protects millions of acres by preventing mass clearcutting of trees in undeveloped forested 
areas. It is considered one of the most widely supported environmental protections in the US. 
 
I strongly urge you to leave the Tongass intact: for the benefit of the climate of the world and the viability of the 
ecosystem for the species it preserves. Leave at least this wilderness area alone. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my position. 
 
Marlene T. Merritt 
 
Port Ludlow, WA 98365 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Monte 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Monte Merritt and I live in Stephenville, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Monte Merritt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nicole Merritt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nicole Merritt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Regna 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Regna Merritt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Merritt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Merritt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My Name is Steve Merritt a long time resident of Craig, Alaska located on Prince of Wales Island. I strongly 
support alternative one or in other words leave the roadless rule in place in the Tongass. Being a long term 
resident I have witnessed many changes in the local ecosystems due to logging. 
 
 
 
One of the more serious consequences, yet often overlooked, is the affect of logging on a drought situation. In 
the summer there have been unusually hot temperatures and the salmon streams have had very low water 
during the spawning season. This situation is aggravated by the fact that there are many, many large clear cuts 
on the Island that suck up the moisture. Before an area is logged the shaded area under the trees remains 
moist and hydrated. Once the trees are gone, the ground becomes dried out and the slightest amount of rain is 
used to replenish the dry ground instead of flowing into the streams. So logging exacerbates a already grim 
situation and the salmon pay the price. 
 
 
 
The other issue I have with exempting the Tongass from the roadless rule is this. Since the roadless rule 
became law, the forest service has sold just about every little strip of timber near the existing roads just to keep 
the business going. Something that probably would not have occurred if the roadless rule hadn't been in place. 
Now if the Tongass is exempted from the roadless rule, not only will new areas be logged but, residents will 
suffer the fact that all the strips next to the past roads have been logged too. 
 
 
 
It is time to switch over to second growth logging and not rely totally on old growth harvest. Enough is enough. 
Sincerely, Steve Merritt 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Merryman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not open the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forestto logging. Independent studies have 
shown that the Forestry Service has continued to loose money, up to $600 million dollars through previous 
logging services. There is no reason to disrupt and potentially destroy a national treasure as the Tongass 
National Forest. Once this area has been opened up to logging, it will never be the same as it is now or in the 
past. Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Milisande 
Last name: Merryman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Milisande Merryman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Mersman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sue Mersman and I live in Wetmore, Kansas. 
 
 
Climate change is real. We need to protect our forests!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sue Mersman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Mersman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sue Mersman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annika 
Last name: Mersmann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annika Mersmann and I live in Viroqua, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annika Mersmann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randy 
Last name: Merta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: william 
Last name: mertely 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is william mertely and I live in Fremont, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, william mertely 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: william 
Last name: mertely 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is william mertely and I live in Fremont, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, william mertely 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Merten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a marvel of the United States, and the removal of the 2001 Roadless Rule 
would be detrimental to the health of the forest and would most certainly lead to devastation of the rich 
collection of trees located in the region. To choose any other option than Alternative 1 would be tragic. The 
Tongass is the world's largest remaining temperate rainforest, and is home to a variety of species that rely on 
the Tongass to thrive, like black and brown bears, bald eagles, and many species of migratory birds that reside 
in the Tongass during summer months. The vast amount of natural wilderness is imperative to maintaining the 
biodiversity that is a hallmark of the Tongass, and why it is so important to maintain. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Merton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Merton and I live in Marlboro, Vermont. 
 
The Tongass National Forest must be protected for all time from roads and logging. It is a vital, exquisite, and 
irreplaceable forest that mitigates the climate crisis through carbon sequestration and provides habitat for 
biodiversity which is decreasing drastically as we continue to destroy the natural world which is our life support 
system. Again, I say, it is irreplaceable. Let it be. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lisa Merton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: DOUGLAS 
Last name: MERTZ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule comments 
 
I strongly oppose changes to the current Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest. Alternative 1 - no 
change - is easily the choice that protects the people and resources of the Tongass. 
 
I have lived in a subsistence community on Chichagoff Island in which most people lived off the resources of 
the land or commercially fished the waters of the Forest. It is absolutely vital that these lands remain 
unpolluted, that their ability to sustain wildlife populations remain protected, and that the fisheries are protected 
from the kinds of pollution that are inevitable from both old growth logging and from roadbuilding to facilitate 
that logging. 
 
The economy of Tongass communities depends on clean and healthy resources, not on reinstitution the clear-
cutting of old growth that interfered with a viable economy for so many years. The results of roadbuilding and 
clearcutting are still obvious in scarred hillsides. Less obvious but well documented are the damages to land 
and water from the old practices. We must avoid repeating those same mistakes once again. 
 
Douglas K. Mertz 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lance 
Last name: Mertz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is to make the point that this is a stupid waste of resources and probably will not lead to any logging. It is 
incredibly expensive to operate in SE Alaska and the Tongass is made up of mountains and islands. Look at 
the economic feasibility first and then look again. It will be a waste of tax dollars and any profits at all will go to 
huge multi-national companies. This area should be kept in trust for future generations, not wasted like thia. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 5:36:52 AM 
First name: Nancie 
Last name: Mertz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancie Mertz and I live in Chicago, IL. visited for 2 weeks and loved the beauty I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my the peace and solitude I find in nature, the status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation 
of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because this action will 
further promote climate change and destruction of the planet. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
deforestation is a crime!  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mertz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am a retired science teacher. I spent thirty one years teaching Biology, Environmental Earth Science and 
Wildlife Management classes in the public school systems of three states. My education was first as a Biologist, 
teaching came later. I have a Master of Science degree in Biology. As a biologist I am concerned with the 
effects our large human population is having on the sustainability of our Earth's life support systems. Although 
there are some impressive natural systems that help to stabilize the living environment on our planet, there are 
limits to how much abuse these systems can withstand. The fossil records show that in the past there have 
been several major disruptions of these systems. Today the biggest threat to our space ship Earth comes from 
the activities of us humans. Our continued population growth combined with the crazy notion that there must 
always be an expanding economy is a sure-fired prescription for disaster. Misguided economic policies are in 
direct conflict with the natural limits of Earth. Our finite planet can not provide unlimited resources to allow us to 
continue on the path we are on. 
 
We must make decisions based on sound ecological principles if we are to bequeath our children and 
grandchildren with a place to live that is both sustainable and interesting. It will be a tragedy of monstrous 
proportions if our shortsighted way of making decisions degrades the world that our children inherent. The 
wonderful diversity of living creatures and wild unspoiled natural places must be preserved for them. It seems 
that we are unaware that the wild natural places are the ultimate infrastructure of the planet. The natural 
ecosystems stabilize the atmospheric gasses and maintain our freshwater systems. Our present economic 
systems of continued growth are nothing more than a Ponzi scheme in which our decedents will be left with 
nothing of value. 
 
I am writing today to request that you help address one of the issues that will affect future generations, 
including our two sons and our wonderful ten year old granddaughter and her 2 year old little sister. Our other 
son and wife have a one year old son. Please try to throw off the short term considerations and take action that 
will address the long term welfare of humankind. The welfare of all of our children are depending on us. 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. Furthermore, 
intact, ancient forests are strongholds of climate resilience, and the Tongass is one of world's largest. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Mertz 
 
Spencer, WV 25276 
 
 
 
[Position] 



 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:16:38 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mertz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
 
 
RE: No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
null 
 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
I am a retired science teacher.  I spent thirty one years teaching Biology, Environmental Earth Science and 
Wildlife Management classes in the public school systems of three states.  My education was first as a 
Biologist, teaching came later.  I have a Master of Science degree in Biology.  As a biologist I am concerned 
with the effects our large human population is having on the sustainability of our Earth's life support systems.  
Although there are some impressive natural systems that help to stabilize the living environment on our planet, 
there are limits to how much abuse these systems can withstand.  The fossil records show that in the past 
there have been several major disruptions of these systems.  Today the biggest threat to our space ship Earth 
comes from the activities of us humans.  Our continued population growth combined with the crazy notion that 
there must always be an expanding economy is a sure-fired prescription for disaster.  Misguided economic 
policies are in direct conflict with the natural limits of Earth.  Our finite planet can not provide unlimited 
resources to allow us to continue on the path we are on. 
 
We must make decisions based on sound ecological principles if we are to bequeath our children and 
grandchildren with a place to live that is both sustainable and interesting.  It will be a tragedy of monstrous 
proportions if our shortsighted way of making decisions degrades the world that our children inherent.  The 
wonderful diversity of living creatures and wild unspoiled natural places must be preserved for them.  It seems 
that we are unaware that the wild natural places are the ultimate infrastructure of the planet.  The natural 
ecosystems stabilize the atmospheric gasses and maintain our freshwater systems.  Our present economic 
systems of continued growth are nothing more than a Ponzi scheme in which our decedents will be left with 
nothing of value.  
 
I am writing today to request that you help address one of the issues that will affect future generations, 
including our two sons and our wonderful ten year old granddaughter and her 2 year old little sister.  Our other 
son and wife have a one year old son.  Please try to throw off the short term considerations and take action that 
will address the long term welfare of humankind. The welfare of all of our children are depending on us.      
 
True wilderness is a precious resource -- one we're running out of in this day and age -- and the Tongass is a 
truly wild place. 
 
Its thousand-year-old trees are a refuge for animals that struggle to find safe homes elsewhere in the country. 
The rare Alexander Archipelago wolf roams there, as well as the nation's largest concentration of coastal brown 
bears. Bald eagles nest near its waters, and mountain goats climb the crags overhead. 
 
Logging, mining and development within the Tongass' borders will destroy a precious wilderness that we can 
never get back. I strongly urge you not to exempt portions of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, and keep 
this irreplaceable forest pristine. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert A. Mertz 



1205 Mulberry Rdg 
Spencer, WV 25276 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Blake 
Last name: Merwin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3526 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
Hello, I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I 
am concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Blake Merwin 
 
Gig Harbor, WA 98332 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Blake 
Last name: Merwin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3526 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
Hello, I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I 
am concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Blake Merwin 
Gig Harbor, WA 98332 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Merz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Merz and I live in Madison, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Merz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A 
Last name: Merzi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is A Merzi and I live in Ashburn, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, A Merzi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louis 
Last name: Mes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Louis Mes and I live in Clyde, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Louis Mes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lucas 
Last name: Mesdag 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
economy 
 
AK has flourished in the last decade with a true renewable resource - tourism. Looking backwards towards an 
industry with a limited lifespan and questionable economics makes no sense and is simple pandering to a 
specific group. 
 
Please do not take steps to jeopardize our tourism and recreational activities. Keep the roadless rule in place 
as is. 
 
Lucas Mesdag, DMD 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tammy 
Last name: Meser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6170 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Meserole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Meserole and I live in Marietta, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Meserole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Mesh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Florence 
Last name: Mesker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Florence Mesker and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Florence Mesker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Meslar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gerald Meslar and I live in Edgerton, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gerald Meslar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Meslar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gerald Meslar and I live in Edgerton, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gerald Meslar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Mesnik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4075 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have fished in Alaska for the last 15 years please don't even take a chance of ruining this pristine area for 
corporate greed it can never be replaced. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stuart Mesnik 
 
Northridge, CA 91325 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Mesnik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4075 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have fished in Alaska for the last 15 years please don't even take a chance of ruining this pristine area for 
corporate greed it can never be replaced.  
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Stuart Mesnik 
Northridge, CA 91325 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: stuart 
Last name: mesnik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5303 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Simple logic it's too valuable to F**K with it is irreplaceable. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
stuart mesnik 
 
Northridge, CA 91325 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Messenger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Messenger and I live in Waterford, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Messenger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gretchen 
Last name: Messer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gretchen Messer and I live in Cedar Mountain, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gretchen Messer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hagan 
Last name: Messer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Messer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Messer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Messer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sheila Messer and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sheila Messer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Messick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Messick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Messick and I live in Ranchos De Taos, New Mexico. 
 
 
I would very much like you to protect the environment, as your charter states. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Messick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Messier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Messier and I live in New Smyrna Beach, Florida. 
 
How disgusting to continually destroy whatlittle of this garden planet has become ourhome...to destroy for 
greed and short-termbenefits for the rich...makes me sad, reallysad to be a human being among suchvultures, 
and even that is an insult to real vultures in nature!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Messier 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Messina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anthony Messina and I live in Cranford, New Jersey. 
 
 
We need to keep our forests protected. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anthony Messina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Messina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Messina and I live in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Messina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Messing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5666 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Messing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Messing and I live in Traverse City, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Messing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Messinger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Messinger and I live in Sitka, AK. Off and on 12 years. Living in Sitka I relied on subsistence 
hunting and fishing as well as I also commercial fished salmon. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because As well as not listing 
to the local populations. This will open up old timber. Something we cant just replace. I would in strong support 
logging of the areas that have been logged, replanted and now ready for recutting.. The State of Alaska says 
that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would 
not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure. 
 
 
 
Im fallowing this and it will affect how I vote in the future. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gordon 
Last name: Messling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gordon Messling and I live in Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gordon Messling 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Messmer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Messmer and I live in Okeechobee, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Messmer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Messner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Messner and I live in Dry Ridge, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Messner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Mest 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christopher Mest and I live in Prospect Heights, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christopher Mest 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mester 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mester and I live in Ripton, Vermont. 
 
Alaska is the last place on our continent that still has its natural beauty. I have hiked the woods and camped 
out in the wild of this amazing place. We need to preserve whatever we can on this planet. The wild needs to 
be left alone. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Mester 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Metashvili 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Metashvili and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Over 20 years I spent in Southeast Alaska, and my 
son is buried there. He was killed in a late spring avalanche in '99, at Blue Lake, Sitka, in the Tongass rain 
forest. These unseasonable events will be increasing as climate destabilization increases. This is a polite way 
of saying the CLIMATE EMERGENCY is real, is killing people all over the world and it will get worse. Doing 
anything whatsoever to damage any of the forests in the world is shortsighted, dangerous and criminal and 
affects the rest of the world as well. (Scientifically it has been proven with quantum physics, that we are all 
connected.) This includes the Tongass. I feel it is absolutely crucial that anything and everything must be done 
to protect the Tongass and that clear cutting is the most stupid, unconscionable, and immoral action to be 
proposed by a stupid, venal and corrupt government. 
 
Protect the Tongass! I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with 
how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact the conservation of resources for future generations. 
the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the status of the Tongass as a 
national and global treasure, the peace and solitude I find in nature, foraging for wild foods, practicing my 
culture. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Destroying ANY 
forest anywhere in the world, especially the unique forests of Alaska, is ecocide, pure and simple. And 
dangerous for the future of the planet.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
One has to have a destructive personality to intend to rip apart bastions of nature for economical gain. Is 
money really worth destruction of the planet? The signs of global warming are everywhere and are now on the 
US' doorstep. It's time we start believing in it and doing whatever we can to prevent it. This act of resisting the 
Trump Administration is the first step 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Adam Metcalf 
 
Mansfield, OH 44902 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edna 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edna Metcalf and I live in Athol, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edna Metcalf 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Metcalf and I live in Roswell, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Metcalf 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erin Metcalf 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: KJ 
Last name: METCALF 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Roadless Exemption 
 
Forest Service, attached is my response to be considered in the the proposed Roadless Rule exemption for the 
Tongass NF. 
 
I support the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Response to Tongass Roadless Rule Exemption 12/17/2019 
 
I support the No Action Alternative 
 
After years of failed forest management, the Forest Service seemed to begin to transition from the destructive 
practice of clear-cutting the remaining old-growth forest to a more enlightened balanced approach to the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
I worked in a variety of Forest Service positions on the Tongass National Forest from 1962-1982. I was the 
Team Leader for the first phase of the Tongass Forest Plan. 
 
I witnessed the era when the Forest Service turned a blind eye to massive timber theft, collusion by the pulp 
mills to ruin the independent loggers, control timber prices and defraud the government. But the greatest crime 
was the untold damage by massive clearcutting and road building to one of the most productive ecosystems in 
the world. 
 
Over a million acres (containing half of the most productive timber and fish and wildlife habitat) have been 
logged (Forest Service and Native Corp. land). That has not been sustainable nor economically responsible 
and an ecologically disaster. 
 
The roadless rule was one of the tools to move from this destructive past and bring some sense of balance to 
forest management. 
 
To exempt the Tongass from the roadless rule is to ignore the excesses of the past and invite continued 
destruction to the remaining old-growth forests. 
 
Asking for public comments to help the current Federal and State administrations make an informed decision is 
dishonest and cruel. You already have the public's values in past Tongass planning and Roadless decisions. 
 
Government policy is now driving science. 
 
The loss and destruction of an already compromised forest ecosystem is a travesty. It will cost the taxpayer 
millions of dollars for this loss of subsistence, sports and commercial hunting and fishing, and recreation 
(personal and business opportunities) 
 
K.J. Metcalf 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
[Position] 
 



Response to Tongass Roadless Rule Exemption 12/17/2019 

I support the No Action Alternative 

After years of failed forest management, the Forest Service seemed to begin to 

transition from the destructive practice of clear-cutting the remaining old-growth 

forest to a more enlightened balanced approach to the Tongass National Forest. 

I worked in a variety of Forest Service positions on the Tongass National Forest 

from 1962-1982. I was the Team Leader for the first phase of the Tongass Forest 

Plan.  

I witnessed the era when the Forest Service turned a blind eye to massive timber 

theft, collusion by the pulp mills to ruin the independent loggers, control timber 

prices and defraud the government. But the greatest crime was the untold 

damage by massive clearcutting and road building to one of the most productive 

ecosystems in the world.  

Over a million acres (containing half of the most productive timber and fish and 

wildlife habitat) have been logged (Forest Service and Native Corp. land). That 

has not been sustainable nor economically responsible and an ecologically 

disaster. 

The roadless rule was one of the tools to move from this destructive past and 

bring some sense of balance to forest management. 

To exempt the Tongass from the roadless rule is to ignore the excesses of the past 

and invite continued destruction to the remaining old-growth forests. 

Asking for public comments to help the current Federal and State 

administrations make an informed decision is dishonest and cruel. You already 

have the public's values in past Tongass planning and Roadless decisions. 

Government policy is now driving science.  

The loss and destruction of an already compromised forest ecosystem is a 

travesty. It will cost the taxpayer millions of dollars for this loss of subsistence, 

sports and commercial hunting and fishing, and recreation (personal and  

business opportunities) 

K.J. Metcalf 

PO Box 20221 - Juneau, AK 99802 



 

 

 

  

  

 



Response to Tongass Roadless Rule Exemption 12/17/2019 

I support the No Action Alternative 

After years of failed forest management, the Forest Service seemed to begin to 

transition from the destructive practice of clear-cutting the remaining old-growth 

forest to a more enlightened balanced approach to the Tongass National Forest. 

I worked in a variety of Forest Service positions on the Tongass National Forest 

from 1962-1982. I was the Team Leader for the first phase of the Tongass Forest 

Plan.  

I witnessed the era when the Forest Service turned a blind eye to massive timber 

theft, collusion by the pulp mills to ruin the independent loggers, control timber 

prices and defraud the government. But the greatest crime was the untold 

damage by massive clearcutting and road building to one of the most productive 

ecosystems in the world.  

Over a million acres (containing half of the most productive timber and fish and 

wildlife habitat) have been logged (Forest Service and Native Corp. land). That 

has not been sustainable nor economically responsible and an ecologically 

disaster. 

The roadless rule was one of the tools to move from this destructive past and 

bring some sense of balance to forest management. 

To exempt the Tongass from the roadless rule is to ignore the excesses of the past 

and invite continued destruction to the remaining old-growth forests. 

Asking for public comments to help the current Federal and State 

administrations make an informed decision is dishonest and cruel. You already 

have the public's values in past Tongass planning and Roadless decisions. 

Government policy is now driving science.  

The loss and destruction of an already compromised forest ecosystem is a 

travesty. It will cost the taxpayer millions of dollars for this loss of subsistence, 

sports and commercial hunting and fishing, and recreation (personal and  

business opportunities) 

K.J. Metcalf 

Juneau, AK 99802 



 

 

 

  

  

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Metcalf and I live in Panton, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Metcalf 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Metcalf 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I write in to you in strong opposition to the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
I urge you to select the "no action" alternative. 
 
It is well known that the Tongass is the United States wildest remaining national forest with more than 9 million 
acres of roadless areas. The forest is also home to a wide range of flora and fauna. Because of its size, the 
Tongass also stores a lot of carbon with its centuries-old trees providing the carbon sequestration needed to 
combat the climate change. As you are aware, logging and removing these trees and ground cover allows 
more carbon to be released into the atmosphere. 
 
Opening the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and will increase carbon in the Earth's 
atmosphere and rapidly speed up demise of life on this planet. We do not have much time to turn around the 
devastating effects of climate change; perhaps 20 years if we are lucky. We must begin to change our lifestyles 
now. 
 
Citizens of the United States are the owners and are responsible for the health of the Tongass now and for 
future generations. The Tongass should not be sacrificed for the financial gain of the timber industry, Logging 
provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing which 
rely on intact forests to thrive. Because your agency has fragmented and logged so much of our national 
forests, harming wildlife and waters along the way, it is even more important to save these last remaining 
roadless forests. 
 
My opposition also includes your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas 
on the Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. It is obvious that this is an effort to 
repeal the 2001 Roadless Rule. These ROADLESS RULES were inacted to protect all roadless lands because 
they play a crucial role in protecting pure water, insure wildlife habitat and wildlife species and provide limited 
remote recreation. 
 
I hope you will think of the future of the intact forests and ecosystems being there for generations to come by 
selecting the "NO ACTION" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia Metcalf 
 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am sure you know but I write to reiterate that the Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like 
the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. 
When roadless areas are opened to more logging and roads fragmentation of the forest takes place and more 
of the big ancient trees that these animals rely on are lost forever. As you know intact, old growth forests such 
as the Tongass are part of the large ecosystem which contributes to the planet's self regulating climate control. 
 
I cannot understand, knowing the above, why all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement allow more roadbuilding and logging across the Tongass National Forest??? Logging roads and 
timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. These 
devastating activities degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism 
opportunities which have been in place for years. 
 
Opening more and more acres to the timber industry will increase fossil fuel emissions and decrease carbon 
sequestration. The CLIMATE CRISIS is real and we must eliminate human activities which are contributing to 
devastating climate change. We must bolster protections to the old-growth forests and wild areas on the 
Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain 
intact on the Tongass National Forest. It is the right thing to do if you care for the health of the Tongans 
ecosystem or do you care more for the timber industry! 
 
If you choose the timber industry, you will be contributing to global climate change and evermore destruction of 
our planetary home and our human survival. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia Metcalf 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
As a concerned American elder citizen, I write asking you to consider all of the bird species that would be 
effected if the Roadless Rule protection is diminished and more roads are built in the Tongass. Not only would 
birds have diminished habitat and increased disturbance but other species who live in the ecosystem would be 
threatened as well. 
 
As you well know, opening intact forests in the ecosystem to more logging and roads will fragment the forest 
and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Of utmost importance now is the planet's climate crisis and intact, ancient forests are barriers to climate 
change. We are blessed to have the Tongass which is one of world's largest ancient forests and a haven for 
multiple species in addition to being a massive carbon sequestration asset. 
 
Every one of the action alternatives listed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow for more 
roadbuilding and logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of 
millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. I do not want my tax money going to 
these destructive activities. Only the timber companies benefit; the entire ecosystem with all inhabitants and 
natural sustainability is jeopardized. 
 
It is imperative that opening more and more acres to the timber industry must stop. Greater protections to the 
old-growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass must be the goal. 
 
I hope you will act responsibly and select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless 
Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. It is the right thing to do. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia Metcalf 
 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Metcalf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strenuously object to opening the Tongass National Forest's 9.2 million acres by exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: metcalfe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane metcalfe and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jane metcalfe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Metcalfe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6243 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes *[Text circled] No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nellie 
Last name: Metcalfe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6192 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
I live in Juneau primarily for the natural habitat and opportunities it provides to be outdoors. The roadless rule 
protects our pristine habitat and plays an important role in the industries, ecosystem, and way of life all 
Alaskans. Please uphold the roadless rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernadette 
Last name: Methven 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bernadette Methven and I live in New Brunswick, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bernadette Methven 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Methvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Methvin and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Methvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dr. 
Last name: Metress 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dr. Metress and I live in Toledo, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dr. Metress 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Mette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charlotte Mette 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Mette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charlotte Mette 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cassandra 
Last name: Metz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cassandra Metz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Metz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emily Metz and I live in Pittsford, New York. 
 
 
Please do what the federal government refuses to do. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emily Metz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Metz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I am an American citizen and therefore one of the millions of owners of the Tongass National Forest, a region I 
would love to visit some day, knowing as I do of its importance in providing clean water and clean air for the 
people of Alaska as well as vital habitat for wildlife. I write today to ask that you drop the idea of exempting this 
vital land from the Roadless Rule. Improved access--for logging, drilling, or other development--can only harm 
this precious and unique land. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created for a reason and shortsighted perceived immediate gain must not be allowed 
to trump longterm protection and perservation. 
 
Paws off the Tongass! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Mary Metz 
 
Seattle, WA 98126-2615 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Whitney 
Last name: Metz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Whitney Metz and I live in Mannington, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Whitney Metz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Metzelaar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janet Metzelaar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Metzener 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Metzener and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
We cant allow the destruction of these public lands and our natural heritage. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Metzener 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Metzger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
As a fisheries biologist and a former Alaska resident I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Science and history is clear. Building roads into undeveloped areas damages fish habitat and fish populations 
decline. The Tongass contains some of the best salmon spawning and rearing habitat in the world and 
supports a robust and sustainable commercial and sport fishery. 
 
To encourage roadbuilding and logging within unroaded portions of the Tongass by removing its Roadless Rule 
protections would be a travesty of the highest order. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National 
Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bob Metzger 
 
Olympia, WA 98512 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Metzger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Metzger and I live in Kents Store, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Metzger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Metzger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Debra Metzger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Metzger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacob Metzger and I have lived in Sitka, AK. 10 Years. I value the forest for the bounty it provides, 
both in terms of sustainable foods and spiritual uplift. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, 
practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 2: open up roaded roadless. It protects 
important fish and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering 
wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, economic livelihood. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any 
alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. 
It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I think that 
unfettered development of roads will have significant, negative repercussions for the ecosytems and 
economies of SE Alaska. It can take generations for a forest to ecologically heal from timber harvest, and new 
forest are not as diverse or productive as old. Additionally, timber harvest can damage watersheds needed by 
salmon and to endanger those when we are seeing unprecedented declines and run variability is poor 
stewardship of the larger SE Alaska ecosystem.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community projects rather 
than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
The Tongass forest is one of the worlds great places. To harvest the forest is to loose part of the Tongass and 
inflict a wound. Though it may take a thousand cuts for the forest to die, do we want to make yet another? 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Luke 
Last name: Metzger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate changejeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.  
Regards, Luke Metzger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Metzger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Metzger and I live in Gardner, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Metzger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Metzger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Metzger and I live in Ayer, Massachusetts. 
 
It's the older trees that hold the carbon in forests. Stop all the short-term actions and start thinking long-term 
sustainability. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Metzger 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Glenn 
Last name: Metzler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I vigorously oppose the Forest Service plan to remove the Roadless Rule for the Tongass. I am a botanist who 
has worked in many areas of the United States. I value all our national forests for the many benefits they 
provide and the Tongass is certainly one of our most pristine and valuable. Allowing the construction of roads 
and logging in the Tongass, and the changes it would inevitably lead to, eliminates most of these benefits. And 
this at a time when we so desperately need to retain our carbon sinks. 
 
Also, I understand that your plan will also allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas 
on the Chugach National Forest to the same treatment. This is wrong! 
 
You have an obligation to think of future generations and so please do the right thing for the planet and our 
future and maintain the Roadless Rule protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Glenn Metzler 
 
Honolulu, HI 96816 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Metzloff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Metzloff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristine 
Last name: Metzner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristine Metzner and I live in Cornelius, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristine Metzner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristoffer 
Last name: Meunier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Removing the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless rule would be a grave mistake. We have 
already destroyed/mismanaged so much of what was once true wilderness. We need to leave what remains 
untouched. Instead we should focus our efforts on creating a more regenerative use of our natural resources. 
We can do this with millions and millions of acres we currently mis manage. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Conor 
Last name: Mewhinney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5267 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a Kodiak resident, I want the Tongass to remain protected and road free. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Conor Mewhinney 
 
Kodiak , AK 99615 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alan Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alan Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Meyer and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
The forests of Alaska are among our country's finest assets, because they are almost untouched and have 
intact ecosystems. Since these are disappearing from our world the preservation of Alaska's forests is all the 
more important. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Amy Meyer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ARI 
Last name: MEYER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ARI MEYER and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ARI MEYER 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bart 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule comment 
 
I am a Sitka, AK resident of 31 years and Alaska resident of 64 years total. 
 
I am opposed to the UFSF proposed action and in favor of Alternative 1 - no change proposal . I hunt, fish 
(salmon, halibut, shrimp, crab, rock fish, clams, etc.), collect berries for subsistence. I hike and hunt on multi-
day trips well back in remote areas of the Tongass and the expansion of timber harvesting acreage, especially 
in old growth areas, will significantly reduce my opportunities for access to hunting, other subsistence activities, 
and quiet enjoyment of the wild Tongass. 
 
I also commercial fish for halibut and shrimp in Sitka area and elsewhere in SE Tongass watershed drainage 
bays. I commercial salmon fish elsewhere in Alaska, and am considering retiring from that area and buying a 
salmon permit for SE (in the Tongass waters). A healthy Tongass without clear cutting old growth is necessary 
for my long term commercial fishing success. 
 
I participated in multiple public information meetings during the Roadless Rule draft process and during the 
comment period. It was clear to me that the USFS effort was designed to support the removal of the Roadless 
Rule - this is not how public process should be done. That alone is sufficient to take no action on the existing 
Roadless Rule. 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bart 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC749 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
DO NOT exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 roadless rule 
 
Through this email I am registering that I do not agree with allowing logging and road building in Alaska's 16.7 
million-acre Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Roadless Rule finalized in 2001 protects the region's lucrative salmon fishery and tourism operations. The 
2001 protection should remain unchanged. 
 
There should be no development in the Tongass. The Tongass is critical habitat for wildlife and logging would 
remove trees that trap sediment and keep waterways cool. 
 
Protect the Tongass. 
 
 [Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caleb 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carl 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carl Meyer and I live in Simsbury, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carl Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Meyer and I live in Pleasant Valley, New York. 
 
 
Please act in the interest of the American people! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5348 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please preserve the forests! 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Carol Meyer 
 
Pleasant Valley, NY 12569 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cassidy 
Last name: MEYER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cassidy MEYER and I live in Marble, Colorado. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cassidy MEYER 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christina Meyer and I live in Salina, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christina Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Meyer and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colonel 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colonel Meyer and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Colonel Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dave Meyer and I live in Carbondale, Colorado. 
The economy of the western U.S. is much stronger when the environment is protected. I am writing to express 
strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Douglas Meyer and I live in Guilford, Connecticut. 
 
 
There is no  exhibited need for this action, only greed. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Douglas Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edgar 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edgar Meyer and I live in Cashmere, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edgar Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Meyer and I live in Murfreesboro, Tennessee. 
 
 
Roads have huge impact on wildlife and divide plant habitats and do not belong in wild environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eric Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Meyer and I live in Prior Lake, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eric Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: GRANT 
Last name: MEYER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Greg Meyer and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Greg Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hans 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hans Meyer and I live in Pewaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hans Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harold 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harold Meyer and I live in Washington, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Harold Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harold 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harold Meyer and I live in Washington, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Harold Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heike 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heike Meyer and I live in Dsseldorf, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heike Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamie Meyer and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jamie Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerome 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jerome Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Justin Meyer and I live in Chippewa Falls, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Justin Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kennon 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization: Patagonia Works 
Title:  
Comments: 
Please see attached. 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
RE: Public Comments of Patagonia Works on the Department of Agriculture Forest Service Proposed Rule 
[ldquo]Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska[rdquo] and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas 
 
Dear Mr. Tu: 
 
This firm represents Patagonia Works, a certified B-corporation incorporated in the State of California. Attached 
please find Patagonia Works[rsquo] comment on the Department of Agriculture Forest Service Proposed Rule 
[ldquo]Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska[rdquo] and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas. If you have any questions about this 
comment, please contact me using the contact information provided on this letterhead. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
/s/ Kennon G. Meyer 
 
KGM 
 
Attachment 
 
 
 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE FOREST SERVICE PROPOSED RULE SPECIAL  
 AREAS; ROADLESS AREA CONSERVATION; NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM  
 LANDS IN ALASKA AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  
 RULEMAKING FOR ALASKA ROADLESS AREAS 
 
84 Federal Register 55,522 
 
 
 
SUBMITTED ELECTRONICALLY  
Ken Tu  
 Alaska Roadless Rule  



 USDA Forest Service  
 P.O. Box 21628  
 Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
 
 
I.         Introduction 
 
Patagonia Works ([ldquo]Patagonia[rdquo]) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the United 
States Department of Agriculture ([ldquo]USDA[rdquo]) Forest Service[rsquo]s ([ldquo]USFS[rdquo]) Proposed 
Rule Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska (the 
[ldquo]Proposed Rule[rdquo])1 and the October 2019 Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas ([ldquo]DEIS[rdquo]). 
 
Patagonia is an outdoor-apparel company with a 40-year history of environmental activism. Protecting and 
preserving the environment is a core business tenet as reflected in the Company[rsquo]s mission statement: 
[ldquo]Patagonia is in business to save our home planet.[rdquo] In 2012, Patagonia became a California 
benefit corporation, enshrining its blended goals of business and conservation into its Articles of Incorporation. 
Patagonia believes deeply in the urgent shared responsibility to protect the environment. The future of 
Patagonia[rsquo]s business depends on the health of the wild places that its customers explore, which include 
the Tongass National Forest (the [ldquo]Tongass[rdquo]). 
 
Patagonia has spent a significant amount of time and resources fighting to protect and preserve the sanctity of 
the Tongass. Patagonia has worked diligently to support conservation efforts throughout the years in an effort 
to protect the nation[rsquo]s largest national forest stretching across some of the most pristine landscapes in 
Southeast Alaska. Going back as early as the 1990s, Patagonia has provided grant funding totaling $197,000 
to the Southeast Alaska Conservation Council and $185,500 to the Sitka Conservation Society, two groups that 
are dedicated to protecting the Tongass and the fish and wildlife that make the forest their home. These 
organizations also currently utilize Patagonia[rsquo]s Action Works platform, which connects individuals to 
organizations working on environmental issues in their community.2 Patagonia has also granted Audubon 
Alaska $60,000 and currently has similar grants pending with the Wilderness Society and Women[rsquo]s 
Earth & Climate Action Network. 
 
Patagonia strongly opposes the exemption of the Tongass from the essential protection of the 2001 Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule ([ldquo]Roadless Rule[rdquo]). The Roadless Rule is essential for limiting harmful 
logging and road-building activity in National Forest Systems throughout the country. As climate change 
intensifies and the effects of global warming are seen more readily across the country, protecting the 
nation[rsquo]s most vulnerable and essential natural resources is a top priority. Further, the salmon, birds, 
wolves, deer, and other aquatic and terrestrial wildlife living in and around the Tongass are under enough 
environmental pressures from climate change without the added pollution logging and road building would 
certainly bring to the rivers and streams that meander throughout this great forest. 
 
Not only do the fish and wildlife that inhabit the Tongass depend on the health of the forest ecosystem, the 
earth[rsquo]s atmosphere depends on the health of the Tongass as it dutifully serves as a carbon sink, or a 
natural reservoir of greenhouse gas ([ldquo]GHG[rdquo]) carbon emissions, and thus acts as 
 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (October 17, 2019). 
 
2 Patagonia Action Works, https://www.patagonia.com/actionworks/about/ 
 
2 
 
 
 
a buffer against climate change. Any actions that facilitate or expedite the removal of timber in the Tongass will 
hinder this essential function. 
 
The DEIS fails to adequately account for how the repeal of the Roadless Rule would impact climate change, 
aquatic habitat, and recreational opportunities in the Tongass. For the reasons set forth in this comment, 



Alternatives 2-6 (the [ldquo]Action Alternatives[rdquo]) provided in the DEIS do not sufficiently protect Tongass 
natural resources, the indigenous people that rely on such resources, or, more broadly, the global climate. Due 
to these negative impacts, the Action Alternatives will directly injure Patagonia, its associates, and its 
customers. Further, Patagonia supports the full protection of the inventoried roadless areas ([ldquo]IRA[rdquo]) 
within the Chugach National Forest. Patagonia urges the USFS to adopt Alternative 1 No Action Alternative, as 
it is the least damaging alternative that will inflict relatively less harm on IRAs, the wildlife that inhabits them, 
and the Earth[rsquo]s climate.3 
 
II.        History of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass 
 
The Tongass, also known by the USFS as the [ldquo]crown jewel[rdquo] of the National Forest System, has 
origins that date back to 1902 when President Theodore Roosevelt issued a proclamation creating the 
Alexander Archipelago Forest Reserve. 4 A separate Tongass National Forest was later created in 1907, and 
both areas were officially combined in 1908. An additional proclamation, signed in 1909, added more Southeast 
lands and islands, bringing the total area of the Tongass to its current 16.7 million acres.5 
 
The Tongass is the nation[rsquo]s largest national forest, covering most of Southeast Alaska and offering 
unique chances to view eagles, bears, spawning salmon, and the breath-taking vistas of [ldquo]wild[rdquo] 
Alaska.6 The Tongass stretches 500 miles north-to-south and includes thousands of islands, countless 
streams, lush valleys, and sprawling forests of majestic, old-growth cedar, spruce, and hemlock trees.7 The 
Tongass is home to a significant portion of the old-growth temperate rainforest remaining in the world, as well 
as the largest tracts of old-growth forest left in the United States.8 In addition to towering species of Sitka 
spruce and western hemlock, the Tongass also houses vegetation that includes blueberries, ferns, and 
mosses. 
 
3 To be clear, Patagonia would prefer to see an alternative that reevaluates the levels of logging approved in 
the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan. Patagonia understands that such a proposal, 
however, is outside the scope of the analysis being conducted. 
 
4 History of the Tongass National Forest, The Tongass National American Salmon Forest, 
http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-history.html 
 
5 Id. 
 
6 Tongass National Forest, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/tongass/ 
 
7 Conservation: Tongass National Forests, Audubon Alaska, https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/tongass-
national-forest 
 
8 About the Tongass, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council, https://www.seacc.org/tongass 
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In order to protect this rich natural treasure and other National Forest System lands like it from the 
environmental dangers of logging and dense road infrastructure, the USFS developed the Roadless Rule to 
preserve undeveloped stretches of forest and to [ldquo]provide lasting protection for [IRAs] within the National 
Forest System[rdquo].9 
 
The Roadless Rule has undergone a lengthy and tumultuous journey since it[rsquo]s official introduction in 
2001.10 President Clinton initially introduced the Rule in order to develop a comprehensive policy to protect the 
social and ecological values and characteristics of IRAs from road construction and reconstruction and certain 
logging activities in the National Forest System. Since the USFS first developed this plan to protect treasured 
national forests, the Rule has been faced with numerous challenges from both states and private interest 
groups. However, despite the persistent pushback, the Roadless Rule continues to prevail.11 Currently the 
Tongass is protected by the Roadless Rule as prescribed in the Alaska District Court[rsquo]s 2011 Judgment 



reinstating the Roadless Rule on the Tongass. The perseverance of the Roadless Rule and its supporters 
demonstrates the value that courts and the nation put on protecting national forests. 
 
Recently, against the backdrop of the fluctuating Roadless Rule, members of both chambers of Congress have 
supported legislation that would codify the Roadless Rule through the Roadless Area Conservation Act.12 
Representatives Diana DeGette of Colorado and Ruben Gallego of Arizona, as well as Senator Maria Cantwell 
of Washington, amongst others, have helped to push forward this legislative effort to protect national forest land 
in 39 states, which would include the Tongass. This proposed legislation would prevent the USFS from granting 
exemptions like the one requested by Alaska in this instance. 
 
Additionally, Congress has already promulgated numerous bodies of law that make it abundantly clear that the 
Nation[rsquo]s Forest Systems require a variety of protections. The National Forest Management Act 
([ldquo]NFMA[rdquo]), which requires the preparation of forest plans, provides that [ldquo]the [USFS], by virtue 
of its statutory authority for management of the National Forest System, research and cooperative programs, 
and its role as an agency in the Department of Agriculture, has both a responsibility and an opportunity to be a 
leader in assuring that the Nation maintains a natural resource conservation posture that will meet the 
requirements of our people in perpetuity.[rdquo]13 
 
More specific to the Tongass, the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act provides, 
 
9 Supra note 1. 
 
10 Timeline: The Roadless Rule, Earthjustice, https://earthjustice.org/features/timeline-of-the-roadless-rule 
 
11 See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep[rsquo]t of Agric., 776 F.Supp.2d 960 (D. Ala. 2011) and Organized 
Village of Kake v. United States Dep[rsquo]t of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th Cir. 2015). 
 
12 DeGette files bill to permanently protect nearly 60 million acres of national forests across the U.S., 
Congresswoman Diana DeGette (May 2, 2019), https://degette.house.gov/media-center/press-
releases/degette-files-bill-to-permanently-protect-nearly-60-million-acres-of 
 
13 16 U.S.C. [sect] 1600 et seq. 
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it is the intent of Congress in this Act to preserve unrivaled scenic and geological values associated with natural 
landscapes; to provide for the maintenance of sound populations of, and habitat for, wildlife species of 
inestimable value to the citizens of Alaska and the Nation, including those species dependent on vast relatively 
undeveloped areas; to preserve in their natural state extensive unaltered arctic tundra, boreal forest, and 
coastal rainforest ecosystems; to protect the resources related to subsistence needs; to protect and preserve 
historic and archeological sites, rivers, and lands, and to preserve wilderness resource values and related 
recreational opportunities including but not limited to hiking, canoeing, fishing, and sport hunting, within large 
arctic and subarctic wildlands and on free flowing rivers; and to maintain opportunities for scientific research 
and undisturbed ecosystems.14 
 
Additionally, the Tongass Timber Reform Act was promulgated in order to provide protection of riparian habitat 
within the forest.15 
 
Overall, it is the duty of the USFS to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment of National Forest 
System lands.16 The Roadless Rule is an essential tool in ensuring the agency is able to protect and preserve 
these resources. Despite the challenges faced by the Roadless Rule since its introduction in 2001, it remains 
clear that these protections are necessary to preserve the abundant watersheds, rich outdoor recreation 
opportunities, and critical habitat that the Tongass generously provides. The Proposed Rule is yet another 
affront on Americans[rsquo] efforts to protect Alaska[rsquo]s natural landscape.17 
 
III. Overview of NEPA 
 



The National Environmental Policy Act ([ldquo]NEPA[rdquo]) was enacted in recognition of [ldquo]the profound 
impact of man[rsquo]s activity on the interrelations of all components of the natural environment, [and] ... the 
critical importance of restoring and maintaining environmental quality to the overall welfare ... of man ... 
.[rdquo]18 It [ldquo]prescribes the necessary process by which federal agencies must take a [lsquo]hard 
look[rsquo] at the environmental consequences of [their] proposed courses of action.[rdquo]19 NEPA is 
intended to focus the attention of the government and the public on the likely environmental consequences of a 
proposed agency action.20 It [ldquo]places upon an agency the 
 
14 16 U.S.C. [sect] 3101 et seq. (emphasis supplied). 
 
15 Pub. L. No. 101[ndash]626, 104 Stat 4426 (November 28, 1990). 
 
16 Supra note 1. 
 
17 See the Bureau of Land Management[rsquo]s Alaska[rsquo]s Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement dated September 12, 2019; see the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers[rsquo] Pebble Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated February 20, 2019; and see the 
Bureau of Land Management[rsquo]s National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Integrated Activity Plan and 
Environmental Impact Statement dated November 22, 2019. 
 
18 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4331. 
 
19 Pennaco Energy, Inc. v. U.S. Dept. of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147 (10th Cir. 2004) (internal quotations omitted); 
see also Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989). 
 
20 Marsh v. Oregon Natural Resources Council, 490 U.S. 360, 109 S. Ct. 1851, 104 L. Ed. 2d 377 (1989). 
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obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of the proposed action[rdquo] and 
[ldquo]ensures that the agency will inform the public that it has indeed considered environmental concerns in its 
decision making process.[rdquo]21 The unequivocal intent of NEPA is to require agencies to consider and give 
effect to the environmental goals set forth in the Act, not just to file detailed impact studies which will fill 
governmental archives.22 
 
The environmental impact statement ([ldquo]EIS[rdquo]) is the cornerstone of NEPA. Accordingly, in an EIS a 
federal agency must: (1) [ldquo]rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives[rdquo] to 
the proposed action23; (2) identify and disclose to the public all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the 
proposed action and each reasonable alternative24; and (3) consider possible mitigation measures to reduce 
such impacts to the environment.25 
 
Council on Environmental Quality ([ldquo]CEQ[rdquo]) regulations implementing NEPA make clear that in any 
EIS and record of decision, [ldquo][a] monitoring and enforcement program shall be adopted and summarized 
where applicable for any mitigation.[rdquo]26 CEQ regulations also state that [ldquo][m]itigation 
([sect]1505.2(c)) and other conditions established in the [EIS] or during its review and committed as part of the 
decision shall be implemented by the lead agency or other appropriate consenting agency.[rdquo] To do so, 
CEQ explains the agency [ldquo]shall: (a) Include appropriate conditions in grants, permits or other 
approvals[.][rdquo]27 
 
IV.       The Purpose and Need Statement Does Not Comply with NEPA 
 
Under NEPA, an EIS must [ldquo]specify the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding 
in proposing the alternatives including the proposed action.[rdquo]28 A suitable purpose and need statement is 
critically important to the adequacy of the DEIS, as it is the foundation on which the analysis stands. The 
statement will fail if it unreasonably narrows the agency[rsquo]s consideration of alternatives so that the 
outcome is preordained.29 Additionally, the USFS NEPA Handbook provides that the purpose and need 
statement must describe in detail why agency action 



 
21 Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 462 U.S. 87, 103 S. Ct. 2246, 76 
L. Ed. 2d 437 (1983) (citations omitted). 
 
22 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat[rsquo]l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 
 
23 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4332; 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14. 
 
24 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4332; 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.16, 1508.7 [ndash] 1508.8. 
 
25 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14(f). 
 
26 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1505.2. 
 
27 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1505.3. 
 
28 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.13. 
 
29 Alaska Survival v. Surface Transp. Bd., 705 F.3d 1073 (9th Cir Jan. 23, 2013); Protect Our Cmtys. Found. v. 
Jewell, 825 F.3d 571 (9th Cir. June 7, 2016). 
 
6 
 
 
 
is being proposed and shall reflect the difference between the existing condition and the desired condition.30 
 
a.           The Agency has Failed to Evaluate Whether There is a Need for the Proposed 
 
Rule Given the Suspect Economic Value of Increased Roadbuilding  
 
In addition to citing to the State of Alaska[rsquo]s petition for rulemaking, the DEIS purpose and need 
statement also asserts that the USDA and USFS believe the Roadless Rule prohibitions on timber harvest and 
road construction can be adjusted in a manner that [ldquo]meaningfully addresses local economic and 
development concerns[rdquo].31 However, because the timber industry makes up a small percentage of the 
Alaskan economy, there does not appear to be a legitimate need to further develop the Tongass for timber 
harvest. As Figure 3.2-3 in the DEIS demonstrates, the timber industry makes up a small fraction of the natural-
resource based employment sector. 32 The industry this entire DEIS process seeks to assist does not appear 
to be viable over the long term. 
 
Indeed, it appears that the logging currently occurring in Southeast Alaska is struggling to make a profit. The 
USFS has been attempting to organize timber sales on North Kuiu Island, which comes at the expense of 
taxpayer dollars.33 However, the USFS reportedly failed twice to solicit any bids on the sale in North Kuiu due 
to the high costs and far distances to market.34 Additionally, the USFS does not seem to be appropriately 
conducting the timber sales that do manage to receive bids. The USFS was recently prohibited from 
proceeding with the sale of old-growth spruce and hemlock on the Prince of Wales Island.35 The U.S. District 
Court for the District of Alaska determined that the USFS had failed to identify specific areas that would be 
logged, and the agency did [ldquo]not fully explain to the public how or where actual timber activities will affect 
localized habitats.[rdquo] 
 
If the purpose and need of the agency action includes the [ldquo]economic situation found in and around the 
Tongass[rdquo], the economic analysis in the DEIS must necessarily include consideration of the economic 
impact of forest ecosystems services. Natural forest ecosystems provide a significant benefit to human health 
and livelihood and the USFS should assess the economic value of these ecosystem services as part of its 
assessment of [ldquo]local economic concerns[rdquo]. 36 As discussed further 
 
30 Forest Service Handbook, National Environmental Policy Act Handbook 1909.15, Chapter 20- 
 



Environmental         Impact          Statements          and          Related         Documents        at                               
10,  
https://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/dughtml/fsh1000.html 
 
31 DEIS at 1-4. 
 
32 DEIS at 3-27. 
 
33 DEIS at 3-32. 
 
34 Buck Lindekugel, Taxpayer dollars wasted trying to sell Tongass old growth - the North Kuiu Timber 
 
Sale,           Southeast         Alaska           Conservation          Council         (June          13,                  2018),  
https://www.seacc.org/taxpayer_dollars_wasted_trying_to_sell_tongass_old_growth 
 
35 Se. Alaska Conservation Council v. United States Forest Serv., No. 1:19-cv-00006-SLG, 2019 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 161639, 49 ELR 20155, 2019 WL 4602809 (D. Alaska Sep. 23, 2019). 
 
36 See Douglas J. Krieger, The Economic Value of Forest Ecosystem Services: A Review, The Wilderness 
 
Society                                                              (March                                                2001), 
 
7 
 
 
 
below, carbon storage is a vital ecosystem service the Tongass provides, in addition to water quality control, 
soil stabilization, and overall air quality benefits. [ldquo]Recognizing forest ecosystems as natural assets with 
economic and social value can help promote conservation and more responsible decision-making.[rdquo]37 
The removal of these essential services will certainly come at a high cost to both the local economy and, more 
broadly, the nation[rsquo]s economy.38 
 
Overall, it appears that the timber industry, particularly in the Tongass, is struggling to demonstrate its 
continuing viability and necessity. The USFS has placed a disproportionately strong emphasis on bolstering 
traditional resource extraction while discounting the economic benefits of recreation and tourism, which 
includes fish and wildlife values. Agencies such as the USFS must thoroughly review the factors relevant to the 
definition of purpose and should take into account the needs and goals of the parties involved.39 Here, the 
agency appears to assume the need for the project simply because the State of Alaska has submitted a 
petition. Blind acceptance of a project proponent[rsquo]s goals, without consideration of context, is contrary to 
NEPA requirements. 
 
b.         The [ldquo]Key Issue[rdquo] Framework is Too Narrow 
 
Because project alternatives derive from the agency[rsquo]s stated purpose and need, the goal of a project 
necessarily dictates the range of reasonable alternatives.40 The scope of alternatives analysis depends on the 
underlying purpose and need specified by the agency, as the purpose and need statement is intended to 
narrow the range of alternatives.41 While agencies have discretion when defining the purpose and need of a 
project, their discretion is not unlimited and an agency cannot define its objectives in unreasonably narrow 
terms, such that the outcome is preordained. 42 
 
The purpose and need of this DEIS asserts that the NEPA-required alternatives in the proposal are analyzed 
through the lens of three key issues: (1) conserve roadless area characteristics; (2) support local and regional 
socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across 
multiple economic sectors; and (3) conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity.43 While 
these issues include some helpful points of analysis, as a whole, this framework unreasonably narrows the 
scope of the entire DEIS analysis by failing to prioritize essential environmental considerations. 
 
https://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/Resources/Conservation/FireForestEcology/ForestEconomics/Ecosyst 
emServices.pdf 



 
37 Ecosystem Services, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.fed.us/ecosystemservices/ 
 
38 David C. Holzman, Accounting for Nature[rsquo]s Benefits: The Dollar Value of Ecosystem Services, 120 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH PERSPECTIVES (April 2012), https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.120-a152 
 
39 Citizens Against Burlington, Inc. v. Busey, 938 F.2d 190, 290 U.S. App. D.C. 371 (D.C. Cir. 1991). 
 
40 City of Carmel-by-the-Sea v. United States DOT, 123 F.3d 1142 (9th Cir Nov. 13, 1995). 
 
41 Supra note 30. 
 
42 Supra note 40. 
 
43 DEIS at 1-5. 
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The most glaring miscalculation of the [ldquo]key issue[rdquo] framework is its failure to prioritize climate 
change analysis. NEPA demands the United States [ldquo]fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as 
trustee of the environment for succeeding generations.[rdquo]44 The United States Supreme Court has held 
that [ldquo]the thrust of [NEPA] is ... that environmental concerns be integrated into the very process of agency 
decision-making.[rdquo]45 Given the magnitude of global warming, these environmental concerns must include 
a robust analysis of climate change. Yet here, [ldquo]Climate and Carbon[rdquo] is considered outside of the 
key issue framework. Rather, it is relegated to an 8-page analysis under [ldquo]Other Important 
Issues[rdquo].46 
 
Because the purpose and need statement frames the entire DEIS, the omission of climate change as a 
[ldquo]key issue[rdquo] to be addressed through the proposal places an artificial sideboard on the 
agency[rsquo]s NEPA analysis. Damage to the U.S. economy is growing with temperature change at an 
increasing rate.47 As discussed further below, increased removal of Tongass trees will destroy an essential 
tool to help the planet combat climate change. [ldquo]The signature effects of human-induced climate 
change[mdash]rising seas, increased damage from storm surge, more frequent bouts of extreme 
heat[mdash]all have specific, measurable impacts on our nation[rsquo]s current assets and ongoing economic 
activity.[rdquo]48 Scientists are discovering the ways that climate change is leading to higher health and 
energy costs. Additionally, the property and agriculture damage being caused by climate change will 
necessarily come at a high price. 
 
The Fourth National Climate Assessment provides a detailed picture of how communities across the country 
will feel the economic burden of climate change impacts. The report finds that without substantial and sustained 
global mitigation and regional adaptation efforts, climate change is expected to cause growing losses to 
American infrastructure and property and impede the rate of economic growth over this century.49 
Patagonia[rsquo]s businesses[mdash]including its apparel, food, and other businesses[mdash]require a 
thriving market of consumers. Patagonia will sustain substantial economic harm as a result of the climate 
change impacts shrinking GDP. Specifically, the report finds that industries depending on natural resources 
and favorable climate conditions are 
 
44 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4331(b)(1). 
 
45 Andrus v. Sierra Club, 442 U.S. 347, 99 S. Ct. 2335, 60 L. Ed. 2d 943 (1979). 
 
46 DEIS at 3-121. 
 
47 Ryan Nunn, Jimmy O[rsquo]Donnell, Jay Shambaugh, Lawrence H. Goulder, Charles D. Kolstad, and 
Xianling Long, Ten Facts about the Economics of Climate Change and Climate Policy, The Hamilton Project 
and 



 
the        Stanford       Institute      for       Economic       Policy       Research       (October             2019),  
https://www.brookings.edu/research/ten-facts-about-the-economics-of-climate-change-and-climate-policy/ 
 
48 Risky Business National Report: The Economic Risks of Climate Change in the United States, The Risky 
Business Project (June 2014), https://riskybusiness.org/report/national/ 
 
49 USGCRP, 2018: Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth National Climate Assessment, 
Volume II: Report-in-Brief [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, K.L.M. Lewis, T.K. 
Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 186 pp. 
doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.RiB 
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vulnerable to the growing impacts of climate change.50 As a company focused primarily on providing clothing 
and gear for outdoor activities such as climbing, skiing, fishing, surfing, hiking, and biking, this will directly harm 
Patagonia[rsquo]s ability to conduct its business. 
 
The purpose and need statement must be revised to include the impacts of climate change as a Key Issue 
moving forward. 
 
V.        The No Action Alternative is the Only Viable Alternative 
 
The heart of an EIS is its exploration of possible alternatives to the action an agency wishes to pursue. In 
addition to specifying the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding, an agency preparing 
an EIS must rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives.51 Pursuant to NEPA, 
agencies must take responsibility for defining the objectives of an action and then provide legitimate 
consideration to alternatives that fall between the obvious extremes.52 
 
Because the Roadless Rule protections are essential to ensure the long-term preservation of the Tongass and 
its resources, Alternative 1 should be adopted by the USFS. For the reasons set forth in this comment, the 
entirety of the 9.2 million acres of IRA should continue management pursuant to the Roadless Rule by 
prohibiting tree harvest, road construction, and road reconstruction. As stated in the final 2001 Roadless Rule 
Federal Register publication, road construction and timber harvest in IRAs have the greatest likelihood of 
altering and fragmenting IRA landscapes, which would result in immediate and long-term loss of roadless area 
values and characteristics.53 
 
While Alternative 2 purports to increase the geographic scope of roadless area designation by including 
additional acres as Alaska Roadless Acres, this alternative would add logging opportunities to areas that have 
been [ldquo]substantially altered as identified by prior road construction or timber harvest[rdquo]. This 
extension to these areas, known as [ldquo]roaded roadless[rdquo] areas, would create a slippery slope of the 
expansion of logging and road construction. 
 
Alternative 3 would take the logging opportunities in substantially-altered roadless areas provided in Alternative 
2 one step further by extending the boundaries of those areas to [ldquo]logical end points of existing road and 
timber harvest systems[rdquo]. Again, these extensions are a nonviable alternative as they create an 
expansion of development. 
 
Alternative 4 would add a substantial amount of land to be managed as a roadless management category 
called Roadless Priority. According to the Proposed Rule, Roadless Priority would be less restrictive than the 
Roadless Rule, which would include allowing for road construction for access to renewable energy and 
leasable minerals. The [ldquo]leasable minerals[rdquo] exception would include geothermal, oil, gas, and/or 
coal development. This classification, clearly 
 
50 Id. 



 
51 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.13, 1502.14; Hammond v. Norton, 370 F. Supp. 2d 226 (DDC May 13, 2005). 
 
52 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14; N.M. ex rel. Richardson v. BLM, 565 F.3d 683 (10th Cir. 2009). 
 
53 66 Fed. Reg. 3,243 (January 12, 2001). 
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motivated by the Trump administration[rsquo]s [ldquo]energy dominance[rdquo] agenda, is counterintuitive to 
the preservation of natural resources.54 Further, Alternative 4 would add a Timber Priority management 
category that would allow for timber harvest and road construction. 
 
Because Alternatives 4 and 5 would convert a significant number of IRAs into Roadless Priority acres which 
would be less restrictive than Roadless Rule protections, these Alternatives are both nonviable options. And 
finally, Alternative 6 (the [ldquo]Preferred Alternative[rdquo]) would remove all 9.2 million acres of IRA in the 
Tongass from the roadless designation. This Preferred Alternative completely fails to offer reasonable 
protections to the pristine forest landscape. 
 
Roadless areas are areas where high-quality intact habitat exists and ecosystems function with all their native 
species and components. Further, these areas serve as habitat for threatened, endangered, proposed, 
candidate, and sensitive species, all of which are dependent on large undisturbed areas of land for their 
survival. As such, Alternative 1 is the only alternative that would reasonably allow these necessary habitats to 
remain intact. 
 
VI.       Administrative Changes to the 2016 Forest Plan 
 
In the Petition submitted by the State of Alaska to Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue, the state requested 
that the USDA direct the USFS to commence a new amendment to the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan (the [ldquo]2016 Forest Plan[rdquo]).55 However, instead of an amendment to the 2016 
Forest Plan, the Proposed Rule would direct the Tongass Forest Supervisor to provide notice of an 
[ldquo]administrative change[rdquo] concerning lands that were deemed unsuitable in the 2016 Forest Plan 
solely due to the application of the Roadless Rule. As such, the Proposed Rule would change the designation 
of IRAs [ldquo]not suitable[rdquo] for harvest to [ldquo]suitable,[rdquo] through an [ldquo]administrative 
change[rdquo] rather than an amendment. The Proposed Rule Federal Register publication describes this 
exception as [ldquo]minor[rdquo]. However, this administrative change procedure side steps public involvement 
by making a substantial plan revision without proper review. 
 
Administrative changes to these types of plans are permissible for matters and do not amount to a plan 
amendment or plan revision. 56 However, these changes can hardly be said to be minor, since they would 
open thousands of forest acres for logging. Forest plan revisions are necessary when conditions on a plan 
have changed significantly.57 As such, the USFS should not be permitted to make such an informal 
[ldquo]administrative change[rdquo] to the Forest Plan without more public involvement. 
 
54 Executive Order 13783 of March 28, 2017, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, 82 Fed. 
Reg. 16093 (March 31, 2017). 
 
55 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application 
 
of         the        Roadless         Rule         and        Other        Actions         (January         19,            2018),  
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4406959.pdf 
 
56 36 C.F.R. 219.13. 
 
57 36 C.F.R. 219.7. 
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VII. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Consider the Impacts of Excluding the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
a.         The DEIS Fails to Adequately Assess Climate Change Impacts 
 
Despite climate change being the most significant environmental impact of our time, the DEIS fails to make any 
significant analysis of how exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule will contribute to climate change 
and, in turn, analyze how those additions to climate change will impact the United States, including impacts 
beyond Alaska. A proper analysis would consider how climate change is already pressuring the resources 
within the forest, which would be compounded by additional development. NEPA requires that the DEIS clearly 
present information and analyze the environmental consequences that form the scientific and analytic basis for 
consideration of reasonable alternatives.58 Further, given the important role the Tongass plays in managing 
climate change impacts, a proper analysis would make a more robust analysis of how additional loss of the 
forest would ultimately contribute to climate change impacts. 
 
Although the DEIS includes analysis pertaining to the environmental consequences of each alternative on old-
growth forest ecosystems and old-growth habitat conservation, the DEIS analysis of [ldquo]Climate and 
Carbon[rdquo] fails to fully analyze the environmental consequences of each alternative as it pertains to climate 
change contribution. The impact of GHG emissions on climate change is precisely the kind of cumulative 
impacts analysis that NEPA requires agencies to conduct.59 For the reasons set forth below, the DEIS has 
failed to adequately consider the effects of climate change and, as such, an essential piece of the NEPA 
analysis is missing. 
 
i.          Climate Change Is the Most Significant Environmental Impact of Our Time 
 
An EIS must contain a full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts, and the impacts must be 
discussed in proportion to their significance. 60 Climate change is the most significant environmental impact of 
our time. Despite the significance of this global crisis, the DEIS only dedicates an 8-page section to 
[ldquo]Carbon and Climate[rdquo], an analysis that is completely disproportional to the gravity of the rapid 
environmental changes. 
 
Human influence on climate has been the dominant cause of observed warming since the mid-20th century, 
according to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change ([ldquo]IPCC[rdquo]) Fifth Assessment Report.61 
[ldquo]Human activities are estimated to have caused approximately 1.0[deg]C of global warming above pre-
industrial levels, with a likely range of 0.8[deg]C to 1.2[deg]C. Global warming 
 
58 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.14, 1502.16. 
 
59 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat[rsquo]l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 
 
60 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.1 and 1502.2(b); 42 U.S.C. [sect][sect] 4332(C)(i) and (ii). 
 
61 IPCC, 2014: Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Core Writing Team, R.K. Pachauri and 
L.A. Meyer (eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland, 151 pp. 
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is likely to reach 1.5[deg]C between 2030 and 2052 if it continues to increase at the current rate.[rdquo]62 
According to the IPCC, [ldquo][w]arming of the climate system is unequivocal, and since the 1950s, many of 
the observed changes are unprecedented over decades to millennia. The atmosphere and ocean have 
warmed, the amounts of snow and ice have diminished, and sea level has risen.[rdquo]63 According to the 
Fourth National Climate Assessment published by the U.S. Global Change Research Program, [ldquo]More 
frequent and intense extreme weather and climate-related events, as well as changes in average climate 



conditions, are expected to continue to damage infrastructure, ecosystems, and social systems that provide 
essential benefits to communities.[rdquo] 64 
 
Climate change is upon us. We can see it and experience it in the world around us on a daily basis. A cloud of 
smog above the Los Angeles sky line, rising sea levels, increased prices at the grocery store due to a 
struggling global agricultural supply, dying coral reefs, historic highs in forest fire rates in the western United 
States, super storms ripping across the globe. The global population can no longer afford to treat climate 
change like a potential future threat. Rather, we must recognize the harm that has already been done to our 
planet and combat future harms, which involve drastic and immediate action to protect the vital resources we 
have left. 
 
Observations from around the world are showing the widespread effects of increasing GHG concentrations on 
Earth[rsquo]s climate. Years of scientific research, carefully collected data, and environmental observations 
have accumulated to resoundingly confirm that climate change is the most significant environmental impact of 
our time. 
 
With its business headquarters located right along the California coast, Patagonia is particularly susceptible to 
feeling the profoundly negative effects of climate change.65 Climate change contributes to a shortening of 
California[rsquo]s rainy season, which also further extends wild fire season. 66 In 2016 alone, more than 
67,000 wildfires burned over 5.5 million acres in the U.S., an area equivalent to the size of New Jersey. 67 
[ldquo]If global warming continues on pace, the models 
 
62 IPCC, 2018: Summary for Policymakers. In: Global warming of 1.5[deg]C. An IPCC Special Report on the 
impacts of global warming of 1.5[deg]C above pre-industrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission 
pathways, in the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate change, sustainable 
development, and efforts to eradicate poverty [V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, H. O. P[ouml]rtner, D. Roberts, J. 
Skea, P. R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W. Moufouma-Okia, C. P[eacute]an, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J. B. R. Matthews, 
Y. Chen, X. Zhou, M. I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor, T. Waterfield (eds.)]. World Meteorological 
Organization, Geneva, Switzerland, 32 pp. 
 
63 Supra note 61. 
 
64 Supra note 49. 
 
65 See the most recent fall 2019 fires, including the Kincade, Hillside, Getty, and Maria Fires, some of which 
occurred mere miles from Patagonia[rsquo]s headquarters: California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection, 
https://www.fire.ca.gov/incidents/2019/ 
 
66 Dana Nuccitelli, The many ways climate change worsens California wildfires, Yale Climate Change 
Connections (November 13, 2018), https://www.yaleclimateconnections.org/2018/11/the-many-ways-climate-
change-worsens-california-wildfires/ 
 
67 Leah Burrows, From sea to rising sea: Climate change in America, Harvard John A. Paulson School of 
Engineering and Applied Sciences (September 13, 2017), https://www.seas.harvard.edu/content/from-sea-to-
rising-sea-climate-change-in-america 
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predict that by 2050 the wildfire season in the western U.S. will be about three weeks longer, twice as smoky, 
and will burn more area.[rdquo]68 According to a recent analysis conducted by the Washington Post, the 
average temperature in Ventura County has increased by 4.7[deg]F since preindustrial times, making Ventura 
the fastest warming county in the Lower 48 states.69 
 
In addition to the increased risk of drought and wildfires, coastal states like California will experience the effects 
of sea level rise, increased coastal flooding, and ultimately coastal erosion. Approximately 85% of 
California[rsquo]s population live and work in coastal counties, which includes Ventura, California.70 [ldquo]In 
the next several decades, warming produced by climate model simulations indicates that sea level rise could 



substantially exceed the rate experienced during modern human development along the California coast and 
estuaries.[rdquo]71 As such, the Ventura River Estuary located adjacent to Ventura poses an increasingly 
imminent threat to the entire community, including the Patagonia Works headquarters. 
 
According to the National Ocean Service, sea level can rise by two different mechanisms with respect to 
climate change. [ldquo]First, as the oceans warm due to an increasing global temperature, seawater 
expands[mdash]taking up more space in the ocean basin and causing a rise in water level. The second 
mechanism is the melting of ice over land, which then adds water to the ocean.[rdquo] 72 Studies conducted by 
the U.S. Geological Survey ([ldquo]USGS[rdquo]) show that with sea level rise ranging from about 1.5 feet to 
6.6 feet by 2100, bluff tops along nearly 300 miles of Southern California coasts could lose an average of 62 to 
135 feet by 2100, and much more in some areas. 73 Patagonia[rsquo]s headquarters in Ventura is located less 
than half a mile from the coast, directly in harm[rsquo]s way. 
 
Not only is Patagonia[rsquo]s brick and mortar home at risk due to climate change, the foundation of its 
business is too. For example, a recent study assessed the potential climate change impacts to recreational 
freshwater fishing across the coterminous U.S. The study found that higher air temperatures and, to a lesser 
extent, changes in streamflow, will alter fish habitat, resulting in a decline in more desirable recreational fish 
species and a shift toward less desirable warm-water fisheries.74 A significant portion of Patagonia customers 
utilize Patagonia products for outdoor 
 
68 Id. 
 
69 Scott Wilson, Fires, floods and free parking: California[rsquo]s unending fight against climate change, The 
Washington Post (December 5, 2019), https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/2019/national/climate-
environment/climate-change-california/ 
 
70 Climate Change Impacts in California, State of California Department of Justice Xavier Becerra Attorney 
General, https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact 
 
71 D.R. Cayan, P.D. Bromirski, K. Hayhoe et al., Climate change projections of sea level extremes along the 
California coast, 87 CLIMATIC CHANGE, at 57 (2008), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9376-7 
 
72 How is sea level rise related to climate change?, NOAA National Ocean Service, 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/sealevelclimate.html 
 
73 Sea Level Rise Could Double Erosion Rates of Southern California Coastal Cliffs, United States 
Geographical Survey (July 9, 2018), https://www.usgs.gov/news/sea-level-rise-could-double-erosion-rates-
southern-california-coastal-cliffs 
 
74 Rhodium Group LLC, 2014: American Climate Prospectus: Economic Risks in the United States, Prepared 
as input to the Risky Business Project Rhodium Group, New York, NY, 201 pp. http://www. impactlab.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/10/ AmericanClimateProspectus_v1.2.pdf citing D. Lane, R. 
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activities, including fishing in the Tongass. A decline in more desirable recreational fish species as a result of 
climate change will directly harm Patagonia through both its customer base and its organizational conservation 
mission. For more on fish and recreation impact, see Sections VII (b) and (c) below. 
 
In addition to the broader national effects of climate change, disturbing observations of a warming climate are 
also experienced more locally in Southeast Alaska. As part of the Arctic, Alaska is on the front lines of climate 
change and is among the fastest warming regions on Earth. It is warming faster than any other state, and it 
faces a myriad of issues associated with a changing climate.75 As the climate continues to warm, average 
annual temperatures in Alaska are projected to increase an additional 2 to 4[deg]F by the middle of this 
century.76 Further, even though total annual precipitation and frequency of winter floods are likely to increase 
in Southeast Alaska, decreasing snowpack will decrease the amount of water available for spawning salmon in 
the summertime.77 



 
As a coastal state, the impact climate change plays on ocean health is also an important consideration in 
assessing the health of the Tongass. Studies indicate that rapidly rising GHG concentrations are driving ocean 
systems toward conditions not seen for millions of years, with an associated risk of fundamental and 
irreversible ecological transformation.78 The oceans are the main store of carbon dioxide ([ldquo]CO2[rdquo]) 
and are estimated to have taken a large portion of anthropogenic-sourced CO2 from the atmosphere since the 
beginning of the industrial revolution, when humans began to burn massive amounts of fossil fuel, cut down 
swaths of CO2-consuming forests, and engage in a variety of other CO2-producing activities.79 As the ocean 
continues to shoulder the GHG burden, it comes at a grave cost: ocean warming. Some studies suggest that 
increases in sea temperature and changing ocean currents may lead to a reduction in the uptake of CO2 by the 
ocean. This will necessarily mean that forests like the Tongass will have to shoulder the burden of absorbing 
more CO2, making the preservation of these resources even more vital to the preservation of the atmosphere. 
 
Jones, D. Mills, C. Wobus, R.C. Ready, R.W. Buddemeier, and H. Hosterman, Climate change impacts on 
freshwater fish, coral reefs, and related ecosystem services in the United States, 15 CLIMATIC CHANGE 
(2014), doi:10.1007/s10584- 014-1107-2 
 
75 Markon, C., S. Gray, M. Berman, L. Eerkes-Medrano, T. Hennessy, H. Huntington, J. Littell, M. McCammon, 
R. Thoman, and S. Trainor, 2018: Alaska. In Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth 
National Climate Assessment, Volume II [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, K.L.M. 
Lewis, T.K. Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 
pp. 1185[ndash]1241. doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.CH26 
 
76                  Climate          Impacts          in         Alaska,          Environmental         Protection             Agency 
 
https://19january2017snapshot.epa.gov/climate-impacts/climate-impacts-alaska_.html 
 
77 Christopher J. Sergeant, Future Challenges for Salmon and the Freshwater Ecosystems of Southeast 
Alaska, National Park Service (June 8, 2018), https://www.nps.gov/articles/aps-17-1-6.htm 
 
78 Ove Hoegh-Guldberg and John F. Bruno, The Impact of Climate Change on the World[rsquo]s Marine 
 
Ecosystems,            328           SCIENCE,           at           1523-1528         (June           18,                              
2010),  
https://science.sciencemag.org/content/328/5985/1523 
 
79 Philip C. Reid et al., Chapter 1 Impacts of the Oceans on Climate Change, 56 ADVANCES IN MARINE 
BIOLOGY, at 1-150 (2009), https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2881(09)56001-4 
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Ocean warming is accompanied by ocean acidification, which refers to a reduction in the pH of the ocean over 
an extended period caused primarily by the uptake of CO2 from the atmosphere, which causes a variety of 
chemical changes in seawater. 80 [ldquo]Ocean acidification is now happening at a faster rate than at any point 
in the last 66 million years, and possibly in the last 300 million years. And projections show that by the end of 
this century, ocean surface waters could be more than twice as acidic as they were at the end of last century if 
we do not reduce our carbon emissions.[rdquo]81 
 
Given the extensive scientific data about the immediate and growing impacts of climate change, any EIS 
prepared under NEPA must carefully and thoroughly consider all aspects of climate change impacts. This 
should include both a rich discussion of how climate change is impacting the resources within the forest in 
addition to a discussion of how the proposed alternatives would contribute to climate change. 
 
The DEIS fails in this regard, offering only an abbreviated analysis that fails to fully account for the harsh 
impact climate change has brought and will bring to the Tongass. In discussing the impact of the alternatives, 
the DEIS avoids any meaningful analysis by repeatedly belaboring that there are uncertainties regarding the 



scope of climate change and the effects it will impose on the forests in Southeast Alaska.82 However, this 
should not excuse the USFS from engaging in a more forthcoming global warming analysis. 
 
Without a thorough and proper analysis of how climate change impacts the Tongass, and the IRAs in particular, 
the DEIS has failed to consider how climate change is likely to modify conditions of each alternative. 
 
ii.         Tongass Old Growth Is Essential to Combat Climate Change 
 
In addition to failing to fully analyze how severely climate change impacts the Tongass, the DEIS also fails to 
adequately assess how the Action Alternatives, particularly the Preferred Alternative, will contribute to climate 
change themselves. 
 
The Tongass is home to some of the oldest trees on earth, many dating back more than 800 years. Spruce, 
cedar, and western hemlock trees stretch more than 200 feet into the sky and reach nearly 12 feet in diameter 
at chest level. 83 One key characteristic of old-growth stands is that they include trees of multiple ages and 
sizes, from seedlings and saplings to pole-sized trees to trees 
 
80                What        is        Ocean         Acidification?,         NOAA         National        Ocean            Science, 
 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/acidification.html 
 
81 CO2 and Ocean Acidification: Causes, Impacts, Solutions, Union of Concerned Scientists (January 30, 
2019), https://www.ucsusa.org/resources/co2-and-ocean-acidification 
 
82 See DEIS at 3-126 [ndash] 128. 
 
83 Lindsay Seventko, Discover 5 of America[rsquo]s Old-Growth Forests, American Forests (June 16, 2016), 
https://www.americanforests.org/blog/discover-5-of-americas-old-growth-forests/ 
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many centuries old. 84 These massive old-growth trees are an essential resource in a world being increasingly 
overcome by the massive influx in GHG emissions. 
 
The Tongass acts as a buffer against climate change, absorbing according to some estimates around 8% of 
the nation[rsquo]s annual global warming pollution and storing an estimated 10-12 percent of all carbon in our 
national forests. The sequestered carbon is stored in live woody tissues and slowly decomposing organic 
matter in soil. Old-growth forests, therefore, serve as a global carbon sink.85 [ldquo]Old-growth forests are very 
effective at trapping climate-warming greenhouse gas like carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and 
storing[mdash]or [lsquo]sequestering[rsquo][mdash]it. The underlying soil absorbs some of that heat-trapping 
gas as well, making forests major carbon sinks and an increasingly big part of the discussion when we talk 
about how to stem the tide of global warming.[rdquo]86 
 
Keeping these forest carbon sinks intact and undeveloped using policies like the Roadless Rule is a key part of 
any comprehensive plan to confront climate change. The Proposed Rule Federal Register publication itself 
identifies that the USFS manages the National Forest Service to [ldquo]maintain and enhance the quality of the 
environment to meet the Nation[rsquo]s current and future needs.[rdquo] The nation, and more broadly the 
world, currently relies on the carbon sink provided by the forest, and will rely on it even more in the future as 
oceans warm and temperatures rise. These natural resources are not limitless. Given the increasing pressure 
climate change is placing on forests, it is essential that the USFS to maintain protections of young-growth and 
especially old-growth, which includes the Roadless Rule. 
 
Not only does the DEIS offer lackluster effort to account for how the Tongass protects against climate change, 
the [ldquo]Climate and Carbon[rdquo] analysis goes as far as providing misleading information, according to 
some scientists. In the cumulative effects of climate change and carbon sequestration, the DEIS states, 
[ldquo]Potential negative effects on the Tongass may be ameliorated and may be completely reversed with 
time, reducing or eliminating potential negative cumulative effects on carbon and climate. Carbon emitted 



during the initial implementation of the management actions (e.g., harvest) would have a temporary influence 
on atmospheric carbon concentrations, because carbon would be removed from the atmosphere over time 
following management as the forest regrows.[rdquo]87 
 
However, Beverly Law, an Oregon State University professor cited in the DEIS, points out that some old-growth 
trees in the Tongass are more than a thousand years old, so it would take a 
 
84 David Albert, John Schoen, Melanie Smith, and Nathan Walker, Old-Growth & Second-Growth Forest, 
Ecological Atlas of Southeast Alaska at 51, Alaska Audubon (2016), 
https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/ecological-atlas-southeast-alaska 
 
85 Sebastiaan Luyssaert et al., Old-growth forests as global carbon sinks, 455 NATURE, at 213[ndash]215 
(2008), doi:10.1038/nature07276 
 
86 Why it[rsquo]s important to keep the wildest forests free of roads and logging, The Wilderness Society 
(November 12, 2019), https://www.wilderness.org/articles/blog/why-its-important-keep-wildest-forests-free-
roads-and-logging 
 
87 DEIS at 3-127. 
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very long time for the forest to regain such a huge amount of carbon.88 Although young growth will assist in 
mitigating the loss of older trees, this regrowth could take centuries, leaving the environment short on essential 
carbon sequestration forestation in a time where the planet is desperately trying to stay ahead of the curve to 
prevent climate damage. The earth cannot afford to wait centuries for the reemergence of young growth. 
 
The USFS[rsquo]s failure to provide forthcoming information on the true impact the Action Alternatives would 
have on carbon emissions, changes in forest carbon stocks, carbon sequestration, and global climate change 
is a fatal flaw of the DEIS environmental analysis. A genuine substantive analysis of how the Action 
Alternatives will impact climate change is required under NEPA[rsquo]s obligation to consider every significant 
aspect of the environmental impact of the agency[rsquo]s proposed action. 
 
iii.         The Action Alternatives Will Contribute to Climate Change 
 
Despite the importance of old growth as a vital carbon sink, due to devastating logging practices that utilized a 
technique of clear-cutting full forest areas, Tongass has lost at least half of its old growth forest since the 
1950s, which are some of the more important areas for ecological integrity and wildlife.89 Not only will the 
removal of essential old-growth trees contribute to climate change by eliminating essential carbon sinks, the 
practice of logging itself will decrease the forest[rsquo]s ability to store carbon in addition to producing carbon 
emissions of its own. 
 
According to NASA, 97% or more of actively publishing climate scientists agree that climate-warming trends 
over the past century are extremely likely due to human activities.90 Science confirms that a dominant cause of 
climate change is GHG emissions produced by human activities, including CO2 and methane. Studies show 
that roughly half of the cumulative anthropogenic carbon dioxide emissions between 1750 and 2011 have 
occurred in the last 40 years.91 GHG from human activities are the most significant driver of observed climate 
change since the mid-20th century.92 
 
When forests are cleared or burnt, stored carbon is released into the atmosphere, mainly as CO2. Global loss 
of tropical forests has contributed a significant amount of CO2 back into the 
 
88 Adam Aton, Experts Dispute Trump Administration[rsquo]s Rationale for Alaska Logging, E&E News 
(October 22, 2019), https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/experts-dispute-trump-administrations-rationale-
for-alaska-logging/ 
 



89 Conserving Old-Growth Ecosystems in the Tongass National Forest, Audubon Alaska, 
http://www.audubon.org/sites/default/files/documents/conserving_old-
growth_ecosystems_in_the_tongass_national_forest.pdf 
 
90 Scientific Consensus: Earth[rsquo]s Climate is Warming, NASA Global Climate Change, 
https://climate.nasa.gov/scientific-consensus/ 
 
91 Supra note 61. 
 
92 IPCC, 2013: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker, T.F., D. Qin, G.-K. Plattner, 
M. Tignor, S.K. Allen, J. Boschung, A. Nauels, Y. Xia, V. Bex and P.M. Midgley (eds.)]. Cambridge University 
Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, 1535 pp. 
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atmosphere. Industrial logging results in a large loss of forest carbon storage, and a substantial overall 
increase in carbon emissions that can take decades to recapture with regrowth. Logging also destroys a forest 
ecosystem[rsquo]s ability to provide natural protections to forest inhabitants against extreme weather events. 
When forests are logged, the carbon that was stored in the trees and soil is released into the atmosphere. 
Further, removing trees eliminates portions of the forest canopy, which blocks the sun[rsquo]s rays during the 
day and retains heat at night. That disruption leads to more extreme temperature swings which, in turn, can be 
harmful to plants and animals. 
 
The agency appears to cloak itself in the assertion that no [ldquo]additional[rdquo] road building or timber 
harvest will occur as a result of the Action Alternatives. But, the agency[rsquo]s efforts to remove Roadless 
Rule protections is ultimately an attempt to facilitate access to additional areas within the Tongass to remove 
trees. There would be no reason to proceed with any exemption but for the fact that new roads will reduce the 
costs associated with logging marginal areas and increase the rate of deforestation.93 At a bare minimum, the 
agency must evaluate the climatological impacts of the additional loss of trees attributable to these factors. 
 
b. The DEIS Does Not Provide Sufficient Consideration of How the Alternatives 
 
Would Impact Tongass Fish Populations and Their Habitats 
 
As stated in the DEIS, the abundant aquatic system of the Tongass provides spawning and rearing habitats for 
most fish produced in Southeast Alaska, and maintenance of the habitat and the associated high-quality water 
is a focal point of public, state, and federal natural resource agencies, as well as user groups.94 Along with its 
vast woods, the Tongass features miles of pristine creeks, rivers, and lakes, including important salmon-
spawning streams. The forest also houses wetlands, alpine tundra, mountains, and glaciers that host an 
abundance of water features. The rich and abundant Tongass serves as a habitat to several important kinds of 
fish including five species of salmon [mdash]Chinook, coho, sockeye, pink, and chum[mdash] and several 
varieties of trout and steelhead. 
 
Indeed, the Tongass is the nation[rsquo]s top salmon-producing forest. While all fish that inhabit the Tongass 
are important biologically and recreationally, the pacific salmon populations play an essential role in 
Alaska[rsquo]s marine ecosystem and are a valuable recreational resource as well.95 Salmon bring marine 
nutrients inland and provide an important food resource for a variety of animals which, in turn, increases the 
productivity of nearby plants and forests. Salmon also provide the forest with fertilizer, making them an 
important resource for tree growth. Further, fish that decay within streams release valuable nutrients which then 
fertilize the water that feeds the developing salmon. According to the Wild Salmon Center, in Southeastern 
Alaska, spawning salmon contribute up to 25% of the nitrogen in the foliage of trees, resulting in tree growth 
rates 
 
93 Hermann Gucinski, Michael J. Furniss, Robert R. Ziemer, and Martha H. Brooks, Forest Roads, A Synthesis 
of Scientific Information, U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-509, 
Portland, OR, Pacific Northwest Research Station (May 2001). 



 
94 DEIS at 3-109. 
 
95 Salmon Research in Alaska, NOAA Fisheries, https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/alaska/science-data/salmon-
research-alaska 
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nearly three-times higher than in areas without salmon spawning.96 Trees depend on salmon, and salmon 
depend on trees.97 
 
Further, the quality of the water and of the fishing experiences to be found in the Tongass make it a destination 
for anglers from all over the world. Opportunities for both freshwater and saltwater shoreline fishing for salmon 
exist near most towns and cities. 98 Additionally, angling for Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s cutthroat trout, 
steelhead, king and coho salmon, and halibut are world-renowned. As discussed further below, the state of 
Alaska receives millions of dollars of tourism revenue annually from recreators seeking to fish these species. 
 
However, many fish species found in the Tongass, salmon populations in particular, are dwindling across the 
globe. According to the National Park Service, the coming decades present new climate change challenges 
and it is unclear if salmon will be able to keep pace with them. 99 In Alaska specifically, Chinook salmon runs 
have been well below the long-term average.100 Pacific salmon face serious challenges from climate and 
landscape change. The largest and oldest Chinook salmon, known as [ldquo]kings[rdquo], are disappearing 
causing fishing operations across Southeast Alaska to dwindle. 
 
The degradation of these fish populations is especially problematic for Southeast Alaskan tribes that rely on the 
preservation of the Tongass and Tongass resources. Alaskan Native communities are often the communities 
that suffer the most due to climate change impacts and logging policies that disrupt the ecosystems that tribes 
rely on. Not only do the salmon of the forest have cultural significance to these tribes, they also depend on the 
health of this ecosystem for food security. In addition to salmon and other fisheries, tribes are often dependent 
upon additional forest resources like wildlife for hunting and berries for gathering, both of which would be 
negatively impacted by the Action Alternatives. 
 
Climate change and ocean acidification has put all the state[rsquo]s fisheries at risk.101 The DEIS details 
numerous effects climate change may have on fish species throughout the Tongass, and even goes as far as 
to suggest that climate change may have a positive impact on Alaskan fish species, as elevated water 
temperatures may result in faster fish growth. 102 However, research 
 
96 Guido Rahr, Why Protect Salmon, Wild Salmon Center, https://www.wildsalmoncenter.org/why-protect-
salmon/ 
 
97 Anne Post, Why Fish Need Trees and Trees Need Fish, Alaska Department of Fish and Game (November 
2008), http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=wildlifenews.view_article&articles_id=407 
 
98                Southeastern          Area,         Alaska          Department         of         Fish         and            Game, 
 
https://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=SportByAreaSoutheast.main 
 
99 Supra note 77. 
 
100 Low Runs of Chinook Salmon in Alaska, Alaska Department of Fish and Game (June 2019), 
https://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=hottopics.lowchinookruns_info 
 
101 John Dos Passos Coggin, New report highlights Alaska[rsquo]s last five years of dramatic climate change, 
NOAA Climate.gov (October 15, 2019), https://www.climate.gov/news-features/understanding-climate/new-
report-highlights-alaska%E2%80%99s-last-five-years-dramatic-climate 
 
102 DEIS at 3-118. 
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shows that this [ldquo]jumpstart[rdquo] in freshwater doesn[rsquo]t necessarily benefit salmon in the long run 
since the native fish then spend more time competing with hatchery fish in the ocean.103 As such, despite the 
DEIS[rsquo]s efforts to place a positive spin on climate change, in reality these environmental pressures are 
causing fisheries throughout Southeast Alaska to dwindle. 
 
In addition to harm caused by climate change pressures, fisheries in the Tongass also face threats from road 
construction. Improper culvert placement at road-stream crossings can reduce or eliminate fish passage, and 
road crossings are a common migration barrier to fish.104 Additionally, road construction can block the 
migration routes that prevent fish from feeding, spawning, and accessing over-wintering areas. Stream 
crossings for roads create barriers and can reduce access to vital habitats. Human development and habitat 
degradation are causing wild salmon populations to decline. 
 
Logging and road building in the Tongass have contributed to the problem by increasing soil erosion, 
decreasing streamside trees needed by fish, and blocking fish passages used by salmon to migrate to 
spawning locations. River and stream degradation that occurs as a result of timber production adversely affects 
many other ecosystem services, like erosion control, nutrient cycling, and water regulation. 
 
Roads can facilitate the spread of harmful agents, prevent the movement of species, or be a source of 
pollution.105 Roads also impact water quality through sediment pollution.106 Sediment from construction 
activities and erosion can find its way into watersheds, which can eventually cover spawning beds, suffocate 
eggs, clog gills, and overall make it difficult for fish to survive. Further, roads directly affect natural sediment 
and hydrologic regimes by altering streamflow, sediment loading, channel morphology, channel stability, 
substrate composition, stream temperatures, water quality, and riparian conditions in a watershed.107 In 
addition to road sediment, logging practices can also increase risks to fish resources. Because fish benefit from 
forest coverage and carbon emitted from natural forest debris, any increase in the removal of these resources 
is damaging to these aquatic ecosystems.108 
 
Despite the sensitivity of these vital species and the clear dangers road building and logging would bring to 
their habitat, the DEIS provides that the overall risk to fish resources and watersheds amongst the alternatives 
is unlikely to be large or different from the current 2016 Forest 
 
103 Timothy J. Cline, Jan Ohlberger, Daniel E. Schindler, Effects of warming climate and competition in the 
ocean for life-histories of Pacific salmon, 3 NATURE ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION, at 935-942 (May 27, 2019), 
DOI: 10.1038/s41559-019-0901-7 
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Plan[rsquo]s projected conditions. However, while none of the alternatives would change Forest Plan 
guidelines developed to protect fish and their habitat, the Action Alternatives would indeed provide expanded 
locational opportunities for road construction and logging. As explained in the DEIS section 
[ldquo]Transportation, Energy, Communications, and Infrastructure[rdquo], Alternatives 3-6 would be 
[ldquo]expected to result in more new road miles[rdquo] because additional logging opportunities may be 
provided through extending areas removed from roadless designation.109 
 
Further, and even more problematic, under the Preferred Alternative, the DEIS identifies that roads and logging 
are likely to penetrate much farther into currently roadless areas than under Alternatives 1, 2, or 3, resulting in 
a greater degree of fragmentation.110 As such, because this information clearly indicates that the Action 
Alternatives would create additional threats to fish habitat, the DEIS insufficiently concludes that risk to fish 
resources and watersheds is unlikely to change from the current conditions. The USFS must provide a more 
robust analysis of the environmental effects of the Action Alternatives, which would almost certainly find that 
these Alternatives are non-options given the grave dangers they will pose to the dwindling natural fish 
populations. 
 
c.         The DEIS Understates the Impacts on Recreation 
 
The Tongass is a rich expanse of nearly endless recreational opportunities. Recreators travel from far and wide 
to experience pristine watersheds, untouched forest landscapes, and unique wildlife. Fishing expeditions, 
scenic hikes, bird watching, and many more outdoor activities offer visitors and local residents alike not only 
recreational pursuits, but also provides physical, emotional, and even spiritual benefits. The benefits of these 
outdoor places diminish when landscapes are littered with logging infrastructure. 
 
The visitor industry accounts for 60% of natural resource-based employment in Southeast Alaska.111 
According to the University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, [ldquo][Iin-state consumer spending 
related to outdoor recreation trips amounts to nearly $3.2 billion annually. That spending creates about 29,000 
direct jobs, and 38,100 total jobs through a multiplier effect (indirect and induced). About one job in ten in 
Alaska is tied to trip-related outdoor recreation spending.[rdquo]112 The profitability of the outdoor recreation 
industry stands in stark comparison to the timber industry. The USFS[rsquo]s move to expand logging in the 
Tongass follows decades of the federal government subsidizing timber sales in the national forest, often 
amounting to millions of dollars per year. The USFS should not jeopardize the preservation of hundreds of 
thousands of acres of Tongass forest that provide the foundation for the lucrative recreation industry at the 
expense of the failing timber industry. 
 
109 DEIS at 3-144. 
 
110 DEIS at 3-68. 
 
111 DEIS at 3-27. 
 
112 The University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, Economic Development in Alaska: Outdoor 
Recreation Impacts and Opportunities (March 2019), https://ua-ced.org/blog/2019/3/13/outdoor-recreation-in-
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Visitors often use outfitters or guides to assist in their enjoyment of these great outdoors. For the most part, 
outfitters and guides ensure that recreational activities are conducted in a manner that protects environmental 
resources. Changes in land management have the potential to affect outfitter/guide operations that provide 
commercial recreation opportunities on the forest. As identified in the DEIS itself, [ldquo]By expanding the 
acres available for harvest, Alternatives 4 to 6 could add to these potential impacts [to outfitter/guide use] by 
increasing the number and geographic extent of the acres affected.[rdquo]113 Not only does the destruction of 
the natural appearance of the forest deplete the areas of viable recreational opportunity, it then necessarily 
forces outfitter/guides to condense their operations, creating a crowding effect that detracts from the entire 
recreational experience sought in the first place. 
 



Because wildlife observation is an alluring recreational opportunity for visitors and locals, the 
Alternatives[rsquo] impact on wildlife is also of importance in this analysis. The destruction of trees through 
logging practices removes shelter from the elements, can directly destroy homes, and changes the overall 
landscape animals inhabit. Forest ecosystems foster high levels of biodiversity which creates complex food 
webs that wildlife all up and down the food chain depend on. 
 
The DEIS states, [ldquo]Timber harvest in newly opened areas and associated road construction or 
reconstruction has the potential to decrease the value of these roadless areas to wildlife through increased 
habitat fragmentation and reduced landscape connectivity.[rdquo]114 However, it is likely this is more than a 
potential possibility. When continuous stretches of forest are disrupted by logging, habitat is divided into smaller 
and more isolated fragments which forces wildlife into distorted, unnatural habitat formations. Studies show 
habitat fragmentation can reduce biodiversity significantly and impair key ecosystem functions by decreasing 
biomass and altering nutrient cycles.115 Fragmented populations can produce increased demographic 
fluctuation, inbreeding, loss of genetic variability, and local extinctions.116 
 
This will be especially true in the Action Alternatives, which would allow logging and road construction in more 
expansive areas of the forest. While the Action Alternatives wouldn[rsquo]t necessarily lead to more acres 
logged under the current 2016 Forest Plan, their effects would be far more disruptive to the natural landscapes 
wildlife depends on. Species like the Sitka black-tailed deer, black and brown bears, American martens, and 
Alexander Archipelago wolves are essential not only for the biodiversity of the Tongass, but also for the 
recreation industry that relies on wild animals. The Tongass also has the potential for occurrence of numerous 
threatened and endangered species under the Endangered Species Act, including short-tailed albatross, 
humpback whale, fin whale, sperm whale, and Steller sea lion.117 
 
113 DEIS at 3-50. 
 
114 DEIS at 3-90. 
 
115 Nick M. Haddad et al., Habitat fragmentation and its lasting impact on Earth[rsquo]s ecosystems, 1 
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Roads can increase harassment, poaching, collisions with vehicles, and displacement of terrestrial vertebrates, 
which affect many large mammals.118 As such, not only will the removal of the Roadless Rule directly harm 
wildlife, it will also inadvertently further harm recreational pursuits as recreators have less opportunity to 
connect with nature through the observation of wildlife. 
 
DEIS Figure 3.10-1 demonstrates the increase in primitive old-growth acres that will become suitable for 
harvest under the alternatives. Even if the total volumes expected to be harvested are the same under each 
alternative, it is the extended reach of areas that will be deemed suitable for harvest under the Action 
Alternatives that creates a direct threat to recreational pursuits. By providing more suitable acres for harvest in 
deeper and more primitive stretches of the forest, these Alternatives pose a grave danger to the sanctity of the 
landscape that is essential for recreational purposes. Visitors do not travel all the way to the Tongass to see 
patches of cleared land amongst the landscape. The DEIS states that [ldquo]Old-growth acres harvested in 
recreation places important for fishing and tourism would be expected to increase relative to Alternative 
1.[rdquo]119 This result is unacceptable. 
 
Further, the DEIS attempts to limit its analysis of environmental consequences of the alternatives on recreation 
and tourism by repeatedly asserting that actual logging locations and road development activities will vary 
depending on the timber sales carried out and, as such, it is difficult to evaluate the effects of the alternatives 
on particular groups of recreation resources.120 However, this is nothing more than a thinly veiled excuse to 
avoid disclosing the harmful effects of repealing the Roadless Rule. Regardless of where these additional 



timber sales are carried out, they will certainly devastate the natural landscape that currently exists. This will 
negatively impact recreational use, as it destroys the sanctity recreators seek. 
 
Protecting recreation areas is of particular importance to Patagonia given the industry that it serves. Without 
the preservation of wild spaces, both customers and employees will have limited opportunities to explore this 
ancient forest in its natural composition. This deprivation of recreation is a loss Patagonia cannot afford in a 
world that is increasingly scorched by the destructive force of climate change. Because the Action Alternatives 
will expand the spatial distribution of future logging activities which will necessarily degrade recreational 
opportunities, the No Action Alternative is the only viable option. 
 
VIII. Mitigation - Tongass 77 Watersheds and The Nature Conservancy/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas  
 
The Tongass 77 Watersheds ([ldquo]T77 Watersheds[rdquo]) were identified through a comprehensive 
process where numerous organizations including the Audubon Society, The Nature Conservancy 
([ldquo]TNC[rdquo]) and Trout Unlimited, in consultation with federal and state biologists and various 
community and business stakeholder groups, identified the most important salmon producing 
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watersheds that lacked watershed-scale protections.121 In addition to including valuable fish habitat, these 
areas include watersheds that capture other biological values to ensure the region will sustain a viable 
ecosystem. The conservation of these areas is essential to the ecological health of Southeast Alaska. 
 
The 2016 Forest Plan prohibits old-growth timber harvest in T77 Watersheds and TNC/Audubon Conservation 
Priority Areas. However, as demonstrated in DEIS Table 3.3c-1, suitable young growth in these areas 
increases between the Action Alternatives.122 Given the environmental and ecological importance of these 
habitats, the USFS should add mitigation measures to protect these wild spaces and mitigate the adverse 
environmental impacts young growth harvesting would impose. Mitigation is an important mechanism agencies 
can use to minimize the potential adverse environmental impacts associated with their actions.123 Patagonia 
supports the continued protection of these essential conservation areas for the health and wellbeing of delicate 
fish populations. 
 
IX. Conclusion 
 
Patagonia strongly opposes the Action Alternatives set forth in the DEIS due to their fundamental failure to 
consider and analyze the realistic impact of removing IRAs on the Tongass environment. Particularly, the 
Action Alternatives are missing a robust and necessary analysis of climate change influence. Patagonia urges 
the USFS to select Alternative 1, the only alternative that would refrain from further harming the ecological 
health of the Tongass and thus, in turn, the environmental health of the United States through the preservation 
of the essential carbon sink. The Tongass should not be exempt from the Roadless Rule. Additionally, the 
USFS should undertake further environmental analysis as it pertains to the findings of the 2016 Forest Plan. 
 
 
 
121 The Tongass 77: Protecting Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s Best Salmon Watersheds, The Tongass National 
Forest American Salmon Forest, http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-tongass-77-factsheet.html 
 
122 DEIS at 3-114. 
 
123 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.16(h). 
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I.         Introduction 
 



Patagonia Works ([ldquo]Patagonia[rdquo]) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the United 
States Department of Agriculture ([ldquo]USDA[rdquo]) Forest Service[rsquo]s ([ldquo]USFS[rdquo]) Proposed 
Rule Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska (the 
[ldquo]Proposed Rule[rdquo])1 and the October 2019 Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas ([ldquo]DEIS[rdquo]). 
 
Patagonia is an outdoor-apparel company with a 40-year history of environmental activism. Protecting and 
preserving the environment is a core business tenet as reflected in the Company[rsquo]s mission statement: 
[ldquo]Patagonia is in business to save our home planet.[rdquo] In 2012, Patagonia became a California 
benefit corporation, enshrining its blended goals of business and conservation into its Articles of Incorporation. 
Patagonia believes deeply in the urgent shared responsibility to protect the environment. The future of 
Patagonia[rsquo]s business depends on the health of the wild places that its customers explore, which include 
the Tongass National Forest (the [ldquo]Tongass[rdquo]). 
 
Patagonia has spent a significant amount of time and resources fighting to protect and preserve the sanctity of 
the Tongass. Patagonia has worked diligently to support conservation efforts throughout the years in an effort 
to protect the nation[rsquo]s largest national forest stretching across some of the most pristine landscapes in 
Southeast Alaska. Going back as early as the 1990s, Patagonia has provided grant funding totaling $197,000 
to the Southeast Alaska Conservation Council and $185,500 to the Sitka Conservation Society, two groups that 
are dedicated to protecting the Tongass and the fish and wildlife that make the forest their home. These 
organizations also currently utilize Patagonia[rsquo]s Action Works platform, which connects individuals to 
organizations working on environmental issues in their community.2 Patagonia has also granted Audubon 
Alaska $60,000 and currently has similar grants pending with the Wilderness Society and Women[rsquo]s 
Earth & Climate Action Network. 
 
Patagonia strongly opposes the exemption of the Tongass from the essential protection of the 2001 Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule ([ldquo]Roadless Rule[rdquo]). The Roadless Rule is essential for limiting harmful 
logging and road-building activity in National Forest Systems throughout the country. As climate change 
intensifies and the effects of global warming are seen more readily across the country, protecting the 
nation[rsquo]s most vulnerable and essential natural resources is a top priority. Further, the salmon, birds, 
wolves, deer, and other aquatic and terrestrial wildlife living in and around the Tongass are under enough 
environmental pressures from climate change without the added pollution logging and road building would 
certainly bring to the rivers and streams that meander throughout this great forest. 
 
Not only do the fish and wildlife that inhabit the Tongass depend on the health of the forest ecosystem, the 
earth[rsquo]s atmosphere depends on the health of the Tongass as it dutifully serves as a carbon sink, or a 
natural reservoir of greenhouse gas ([ldquo]GHG[rdquo]) carbon emissions, and thus acts as 
 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (October 17, 2019). 
 
2 Patagonia Action Works, https://www.patagonia.com/actionworks/about/ 
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a buffer against climate change. Any actions that facilitate or expedite the removal of timber in the Tongass will 
hinder this essential function. 
 
The DEIS fails to adequately account for how the repeal of the Roadless Rule would impact climate change, 
aquatic habitat, and recreational opportunities in the Tongass. For the reasons set forth in this comment, 
Alternatives 2-6 (the [ldquo]Action Alternatives[rdquo]) provided in the DEIS do not sufficiently protect Tongass 
natural resources, the indigenous people that rely on such resources, or, more broadly, the global climate. Due 
to these negative impacts, the Action Alternatives will directly injure Patagonia, its associates, and its 
customers. Further, Patagonia supports the full protection of the inventoried roadless areas ([ldquo]IRA[rdquo]) 
within the Chugach National Forest. Patagonia urges the USFS to adopt Alternative 1 No Action Alternative, as 
it is the least damaging alternative that will inflict relatively less harm on IRAs, the wildlife that inhabits them, 
and the Earth[rsquo]s climate.3 
 



II.        History of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass 
 
The Tongass, also known by the USFS as the [ldquo]crown jewel[rdquo] of the National Forest System, has 
origins that date back to 1902 when President Theodore Roosevelt issued a proclamation creating the 
Alexander Archipelago Forest Reserve. 4 A separate Tongass National Forest was later created in 1907, and 
both areas were officially combined in 1908. An additional proclamation, signed in 1909, added more Southeast 
lands and islands, bringing the total area of the Tongass to its current 16.7 million acres.5 
 
The Tongass is the nation[rsquo]s largest national forest, covering most of Southeast Alaska and offering 
unique chances to view eagles, bears, spawning salmon, and the breath-taking vistas of [ldquo]wild[rdquo] 
Alaska.6 The Tongass stretches 500 miles north-to-south and includes thousands of islands, countless 
streams, lush valleys, and sprawling forests of majestic, old-growth cedar, spruce, and hemlock trees.7 The 
Tongass is home to a significant portion of the old-growth temperate rainforest remaining in the world, as well 
as the largest tracts of old-growth forest left in the United States.8 In addition to towering species of Sitka 
spruce and western hemlock, the Tongass also houses vegetation that includes blueberries, ferns, and 
mosses. 
 
3 To be clear, Patagonia would prefer to see an alternative that reevaluates the levels of logging approved in 
the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan. Patagonia understands that such a proposal, 
however, is outside the scope of the analysis being conducted. 
 
4 History of the Tongass National Forest, The Tongass National American Salmon Forest, 
http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-history.html 
 
5 Id. 
 
6 Tongass National Forest, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/tongass/ 
 
7 Conservation: Tongass National Forests, Audubon Alaska, https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/tongass-
national-forest 
 
8 About the Tongass, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council, https://www.seacc.org/tongass 
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In order to protect this rich natural treasure and other National Forest System lands like it from the 
environmental dangers of logging and dense road infrastructure, the USFS developed the Roadless Rule to 
preserve undeveloped stretches of forest and to [ldquo]provide lasting protection for [IRAs] within the National 
Forest System[rdquo].9 
 
The Roadless Rule has undergone a lengthy and tumultuous journey since it[rsquo]s official introduction in 
2001.10 President Clinton initially introduced the Rule in order to develop a comprehensive policy to protect the 
social and ecological values and characteristics of IRAs from road construction and reconstruction and certain 
logging activities in the National Forest System. Since the USFS first developed this plan to protect treasured 
national forests, the Rule has been faced with numerous challenges from both states and private interest 
groups. However, despite the persistent pushback, the Roadless Rule continues to prevail.11 Currently the 
Tongass is protected by the Roadless Rule as prescribed in the Alaska District Court[rsquo]s 2011 Judgment 
reinstating the Roadless Rule on the Tongass. The perseverance of the Roadless Rule and its supporters 
demonstrates the value that courts and the nation put on protecting national forests. 
 
Recently, against the backdrop of the fluctuating Roadless Rule, members of both chambers of Congress have 
supported legislation that would codify the Roadless Rule through the Roadless Area Conservation Act.12 
Representatives Diana DeGette of Colorado and Ruben Gallego of Arizona, as well as Senator Maria Cantwell 
of Washington, amongst others, have helped to push forward this legislative effort to protect national forest land 
in 39 states, which would include the Tongass. This proposed legislation would prevent the USFS from granting 
exemptions like the one requested by Alaska in this instance. 



 
Additionally, Congress has already promulgated numerous bodies of law that make it abundantly clear that the 
Nation[rsquo]s Forest Systems require a variety of protections. The National Forest Management Act 
([ldquo]NFMA[rdquo]), which requires the preparation of forest plans, provides that [ldquo]the [USFS], by virtue 
of its statutory authority for management of the National Forest System, research and cooperative programs, 
and its role as an agency in the Department of Agriculture, has both a responsibility and an opportunity to be a 
leader in assuring that the Nation maintains a natural resource conservation posture that will meet the 
requirements of our people in perpetuity.[rdquo]13 
 
More specific to the Tongass, the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act provides, 
 
9 Supra note 1. 
 
10 Timeline: The Roadless Rule, Earthjustice, https://earthjustice.org/features/timeline-of-the-roadless-rule 
 
11 See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep[rsquo]t of Agric., 776 F.Supp.2d 960 (D. Ala. 2011) and Organized 
Village of Kake v. United States Dep[rsquo]t of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th Cir. 2015). 
 
12 DeGette files bill to permanently protect nearly 60 million acres of national forests across the U.S., 
Congresswoman Diana DeGette (May 2, 2019), https://degette.house.gov/media-center/press-
releases/degette-files-bill-to-permanently-protect-nearly-60-million-acres-of 
 
13 16 U.S.C. [sect] 1600 et seq. 
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it is the intent of Congress in this Act to preserve unrivaled scenic and geological values associated with natural 
landscapes; to provide for the maintenance of sound populations of, and habitat for, wildlife species of 
inestimable value to the citizens of Alaska and the Nation, including those species dependent on vast relatively 
undeveloped areas; to preserve in their natural state extensive unaltered arctic tundra, boreal forest, and 
coastal rainforest ecosystems; to protect the resources related to subsistence needs; to protect and preserve 
historic and archeological sites, rivers, and lands, and to preserve wilderness resource values and related 
recreational opportunities including but not limited to hiking, canoeing, fishing, and sport hunting, within large 
arctic and subarctic wildlands and on free flowing rivers; and to maintain opportunities for scientific research 
and undisturbed ecosystems.14 
 
Additionally, the Tongass Timber Reform Act was promulgated in order to provide protection of riparian habitat 
within the forest.15 
 
Overall, it is the duty of the USFS to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment of National Forest 
System lands.16 The Roadless Rule is an essential tool in ensuring the agency is able to protect and preserve 
these resources. Despite the challenges faced by the Roadless Rule since its introduction in 2001, it remains 
clear that these protections are necessary to preserve the abundant watersheds, rich outdoor recreation 
opportunities, and critical habitat that the Tongass generously provides. The Proposed Rule is yet another 
affront on Americans[rsquo] efforts to protect Alaska[rsquo]s natural landscape.17 
 
III. Overview of NEPA 
 
The National Environmental Policy Act ([ldquo]NEPA[rdquo]) was enacted in recognition of [ldquo]the profound 
impact of man[rsquo]s activity on the interrelations of all components of the natural environment, [and] ... the 
critical importance of restoring and maintaining environmental quality to the overall welfare ... of man ... 
.[rdquo]18 It [ldquo]prescribes the necessary process by which federal agencies must take a [lsquo]hard 
look[rsquo] at the environmental consequences of [their] proposed courses of action.[rdquo]19 NEPA is 
intended to focus the attention of the government and the public on the likely environmental consequences of a 
proposed agency action.20 It [ldquo]places upon an agency the 
 
14 16 U.S.C. [sect] 3101 et seq. (emphasis supplied). 



 
15 Pub. L. No. 101[ndash]626, 104 Stat 4426 (November 28, 1990). 
 
16 Supra note 1. 
 
17 See the Bureau of Land Management[rsquo]s Alaska[rsquo]s Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement dated September 12, 2019; see the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers[rsquo] Pebble Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated February 20, 2019; and see the 
Bureau of Land Management[rsquo]s National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Integrated Activity Plan and 
Environmental Impact Statement dated November 22, 2019. 
 
18 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4331. 
 
19 Pennaco Energy, Inc. v. U.S. Dept. of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147 (10th Cir. 2004) (internal quotations omitted); 
see also Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989). 
 
20 Marsh v. Oregon Natural Resources Council, 490 U.S. 360, 109 S. Ct. 1851, 104 L. Ed. 2d 377 (1989). 
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obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of the proposed action[rdquo] and 
[ldquo]ensures that the agency will inform the public that it has indeed considered environmental concerns in its 
decision making process.[rdquo]21 The unequivocal intent of NEPA is to require agencies to consider and give 
effect to the environmental goals set forth in the Act, not just to file detailed impact studies which will fill 
governmental archives.22 
 
The environmental impact statement ([ldquo]EIS[rdquo]) is the cornerstone of NEPA. Accordingly, in an EIS a 
federal agency must: (1) [ldquo]rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives[rdquo] to 
the proposed action23; (2) identify and disclose to the public all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the 
proposed action and each reasonable alternative24; and (3) consider possible mitigation measures to reduce 
such impacts to the environment.25 
 
Council on Environmental Quality ([ldquo]CEQ[rdquo]) regulations implementing NEPA make clear that in any 
EIS and record of decision, [ldquo][a] monitoring and enforcement program shall be adopted and summarized 
where applicable for any mitigation.[rdquo]26 CEQ regulations also state that [ldquo][m]itigation 
([sect]1505.2(c)) and other conditions established in the [EIS] or during its review and committed as part of the 
decision shall be implemented by the lead agency or other appropriate consenting agency.[rdquo] To do so, 
CEQ explains the agency [ldquo]shall: (a) Include appropriate conditions in grants, permits or other 
approvals[.][rdquo]27 
 
IV.       The Purpose and Need Statement Does Not Comply with NEPA 
 
Under NEPA, an EIS must [ldquo]specify the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding 
in proposing the alternatives including the proposed action.[rdquo]28 A suitable purpose and need statement is 
critically important to the adequacy of the DEIS, as it is the foundation on which the analysis stands. The 
statement will fail if it unreasonably narrows the agency[rsquo]s consideration of alternatives so that the 
outcome is preordained.29 Additionally, the USFS NEPA Handbook provides that the purpose and need 
statement must describe in detail why agency action 
 
21 Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 462 U.S. 87, 103 S. Ct. 2246, 76 
L. Ed. 2d 437 (1983) (citations omitted). 
 
22 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat[rsquo]l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 
 
23 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4332; 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14. 
 
24 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4332; 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.16, 1508.7 [ndash] 1508.8. 



 
25 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14(f). 
 
26 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1505.2. 
 
27 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1505.3. 
 
28 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.13. 
 
29 Alaska Survival v. Surface Transp. Bd., 705 F.3d 1073 (9th Cir Jan. 23, 2013); Protect Our Cmtys. Found. v. 
Jewell, 825 F.3d 571 (9th Cir. June 7, 2016). 
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is being proposed and shall reflect the difference between the existing condition and the desired condition.30 
 
a.           The Agency has Failed to Evaluate Whether There is a Need for the Proposed 
 
Rule Given the Suspect Economic Value of Increased Roadbuilding  
 
In addition to citing to the State of Alaska[rsquo]s petition for rulemaking, the DEIS purpose and need 
statement also asserts that the USDA and USFS believe the Roadless Rule prohibitions on timber harvest and 
road construction can be adjusted in a manner that [ldquo]meaningfully addresses local economic and 
development concerns[rdquo].31 However, because the timber industry makes up a small percentage of the 
Alaskan economy, there does not appear to be a legitimate need to further develop the Tongass for timber 
harvest. As Figure 3.2-3 in the DEIS demonstrates, the timber industry makes up a small fraction of the natural-
resource based employment sector. 32 The industry this entire DEIS process seeks to assist does not appear 
to be viable over the long term. 
 
Indeed, it appears that the logging currently occurring in Southeast Alaska is struggling to make a profit. The 
USFS has been attempting to organize timber sales on North Kuiu Island, which comes at the expense of 
taxpayer dollars.33 However, the USFS reportedly failed twice to solicit any bids on the sale in North Kuiu due 
to the high costs and far distances to market.34 Additionally, the USFS does not seem to be appropriately 
conducting the timber sales that do manage to receive bids. The USFS was recently prohibited from 
proceeding with the sale of old-growth spruce and hemlock on the Prince of Wales Island.35 The U.S. District 
Court for the District of Alaska determined that the USFS had failed to identify specific areas that would be 
logged, and the agency did [ldquo]not fully explain to the public how or where actual timber activities will affect 
localized habitats.[rdquo] 
 
If the purpose and need of the agency action includes the [ldquo]economic situation found in and around the 
Tongass[rdquo], the economic analysis in the DEIS must necessarily include consideration of the economic 
impact of forest ecosystems services. Natural forest ecosystems provide a significant benefit to human health 
and livelihood and the USFS should assess the economic value of these ecosystem services as part of its 
assessment of [ldquo]local economic concerns[rdquo]. 36 As discussed further 
 
30 Forest Service Handbook, National Environmental Policy Act Handbook 1909.15, Chapter 20- 
 
Environmental         Impact          Statements          and          Related         Documents        at                               
10,  
https://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/dughtml/fsh1000.html 
 
31 DEIS at 1-4. 
 
32 DEIS at 3-27. 
 
33 DEIS at 3-32. 
 



34 Buck Lindekugel, Taxpayer dollars wasted trying to sell Tongass old growth - the North Kuiu Timber 
 
Sale,           Southeast         Alaska           Conservation          Council         (June          13,                  2018),  
https://www.seacc.org/taxpayer_dollars_wasted_trying_to_sell_tongass_old_growth 
 
35 Se. Alaska Conservation Council v. United States Forest Serv., No. 1:19-cv-00006-SLG, 2019 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 161639, 49 ELR 20155, 2019 WL 4602809 (D. Alaska Sep. 23, 2019). 
 
36 See Douglas J. Krieger, The Economic Value of Forest Ecosystem Services: A Review, The Wilderness 
 
Society                                                              (March                                                2001), 
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below, carbon storage is a vital ecosystem service the Tongass provides, in addition to water quality control, 
soil stabilization, and overall air quality benefits. [ldquo]Recognizing forest ecosystems as natural assets with 
economic and social value can help promote conservation and more responsible decision-making.[rdquo]37 
The removal of these essential services will certainly come at a high cost to both the local economy and, more 
broadly, the nation[rsquo]s economy.38 
 
Overall, it appears that the timber industry, particularly in the Tongass, is struggling to demonstrate its 
continuing viability and necessity. The USFS has placed a disproportionately strong emphasis on bolstering 
traditional resource extraction while discounting the economic benefits of recreation and tourism, which 
includes fish and wildlife values. Agencies such as the USFS must thoroughly review the factors relevant to the 
definition of purpose and should take into account the needs and goals of the parties involved.39 Here, the 
agency appears to assume the need for the project simply because the State of Alaska has submitted a 
petition. Blind acceptance of a project proponent[rsquo]s goals, without consideration of context, is contrary to 
NEPA requirements. 
 
b.         The [ldquo]Key Issue[rdquo] Framework is Too Narrow 
 
Because project alternatives derive from the agency[rsquo]s stated purpose and need, the goal of a project 
necessarily dictates the range of reasonable alternatives.40 The scope of alternatives analysis depends on the 
underlying purpose and need specified by the agency, as the purpose and need statement is intended to 
narrow the range of alternatives.41 While agencies have discretion when defining the purpose and need of a 
project, their discretion is not unlimited and an agency cannot define its objectives in unreasonably narrow 
terms, such that the outcome is preordained. 42 
 
The purpose and need of this DEIS asserts that the NEPA-required alternatives in the proposal are analyzed 
through the lens of three key issues: (1) conserve roadless area characteristics; (2) support local and regional 
socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across 
multiple economic sectors; and (3) conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity.43 While 
these issues include some helpful points of analysis, as a whole, this framework unreasonably narrows the 
scope of the entire DEIS analysis by failing to prioritize essential environmental considerations. 
 
https://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/Resources/Conservation/FireForestEcology/ForestEconomics/Ecosyst 
emServices.pdf 
 
37 Ecosystem Services, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.fed.us/ecosystemservices/ 
 
38 David C. Holzman, Accounting for Nature[rsquo]s Benefits: The Dollar Value of Ecosystem Services, 120 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH PERSPECTIVES (April 2012), https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.120-a152 
 
39 Citizens Against Burlington, Inc. v. Busey, 938 F.2d 190, 290 U.S. App. D.C. 371 (D.C. Cir. 1991). 
 
40 City of Carmel-by-the-Sea v. United States DOT, 123 F.3d 1142 (9th Cir Nov. 13, 1995). 



 
41 Supra note 30. 
 
42 Supra note 40. 
 
43 DEIS at 1-5. 
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The most glaring miscalculation of the [ldquo]key issue[rdquo] framework is its failure to prioritize climate 
change analysis. NEPA demands the United States [ldquo]fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as 
trustee of the environment for succeeding generations.[rdquo]44 The United States Supreme Court has held 
that [ldquo]the thrust of [NEPA] is ... that environmental concerns be integrated into the very process of agency 
decision-making.[rdquo]45 Given the magnitude of global warming, these environmental concerns must include 
a robust analysis of climate change. Yet here, [ldquo]Climate and Carbon[rdquo] is considered outside of the 
key issue framework. Rather, it is relegated to an 8-page analysis under [ldquo]Other Important 
Issues[rdquo].46 
 
Because the purpose and need statement frames the entire DEIS, the omission of climate change as a 
[ldquo]key issue[rdquo] to be addressed through the proposal places an artificial sideboard on the 
agency[rsquo]s NEPA analysis. Damage to the U.S. economy is growing with temperature change at an 
increasing rate.47 As discussed further below, increased removal of Tongass trees will destroy an essential 
tool to help the planet combat climate change. [ldquo]The signature effects of human-induced climate 
change[mdash]rising seas, increased damage from storm surge, more frequent bouts of extreme 
heat[mdash]all have specific, measurable impacts on our nation[rsquo]s current assets and ongoing economic 
activity.[rdquo]48 Scientists are discovering the ways that climate change is leading to higher health and 
energy costs. Additionally, the property and agriculture damage being caused by climate change will 
necessarily come at a high price. 
 
The Fourth National Climate Assessment provides a detailed picture of how communities across the country 
will feel the economic burden of climate change impacts. The report finds that without substantial and sustained 
global mitigation and regional adaptation efforts, climate change is expected to cause growing losses to 
American infrastructure and property and impede the rate of economic growth over this century.49 
Patagonia[rsquo]s businesses[mdash]including its apparel, food, and other businesses[mdash]require a 
thriving market of consumers. Patagonia will sustain substantial economic harm as a result of the climate 
change impacts shrinking GDP. Specifically, the report finds that industries depending on natural resources 
and favorable climate conditions are 
 
44 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4331(b)(1). 
 
45 Andrus v. Sierra Club, 442 U.S. 347, 99 S. Ct. 2335, 60 L. Ed. 2d 943 (1979). 
 
46 DEIS at 3-121. 
 
47 Ryan Nunn, Jimmy O[rsquo]Donnell, Jay Shambaugh, Lawrence H. Goulder, Charles D. Kolstad, and 
Xianling Long, Ten Facts about the Economics of Climate Change and Climate Policy, The Hamilton Project 
and 
 
the        Stanford       Institute      for       Economic       Policy       Research       (October             2019),  
https://www.brookings.edu/research/ten-facts-about-the-economics-of-climate-change-and-climate-policy/ 
 
48 Risky Business National Report: The Economic Risks of Climate Change in the United States, The Risky 
Business Project (June 2014), https://riskybusiness.org/report/national/ 
 
49 USGCRP, 2018: Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth National Climate Assessment, 
Volume II: Report-in-Brief [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, K.L.M. Lewis, T.K. 



Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 186 pp. 
doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.RiB 
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vulnerable to the growing impacts of climate change.50 As a company focused primarily on providing clothing 
and gear for outdoor activities such as climbing, skiing, fishing, surfing, hiking, and biking, this will directly harm 
Patagonia[rsquo]s ability to conduct its business. 
 
The purpose and need statement must be revised to include the impacts of climate change as a Key Issue 
moving forward. 
 
V.        The No Action Alternative is the Only Viable Alternative 
 
The heart of an EIS is its exploration of possible alternatives to the action an agency wishes to pursue. In 
addition to specifying the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding, an agency preparing 
an EIS must rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives.51 Pursuant to NEPA, 
agencies must take responsibility for defining the objectives of an action and then provide legitimate 
consideration to alternatives that fall between the obvious extremes.52 
 
Because the Roadless Rule protections are essential to ensure the long-term preservation of the Tongass and 
its resources, Alternative 1 should be adopted by the USFS. For the reasons set forth in this comment, the 
entirety of the 9.2 million acres of IRA should continue management pursuant to the Roadless Rule by 
prohibiting tree harvest, road construction, and road reconstruction. As stated in the final 2001 Roadless Rule 
Federal Register publication, road construction and timber harvest in IRAs have the greatest likelihood of 
altering and fragmenting IRA landscapes, which would result in immediate and long-term loss of roadless area 
values and characteristics.53 
 
While Alternative 2 purports to increase the geographic scope of roadless area designation by including 
additional acres as Alaska Roadless Acres, this alternative would add logging opportunities to areas that have 
been [ldquo]substantially altered as identified by prior road construction or timber harvest[rdquo]. This 
extension to these areas, known as [ldquo]roaded roadless[rdquo] areas, would create a slippery slope of the 
expansion of logging and road construction. 
 
Alternative 3 would take the logging opportunities in substantially-altered roadless areas provided in Alternative 
2 one step further by extending the boundaries of those areas to [ldquo]logical end points of existing road and 
timber harvest systems[rdquo]. Again, these extensions are a nonviable alternative as they create an 
expansion of development. 
 
Alternative 4 would add a substantial amount of land to be managed as a roadless management category 
called Roadless Priority. According to the Proposed Rule, Roadless Priority would be less restrictive than the 
Roadless Rule, which would include allowing for road construction for access to renewable energy and 
leasable minerals. The [ldquo]leasable minerals[rdquo] exception would include geothermal, oil, gas, and/or 
coal development. This classification, clearly 
 
50 Id. 
 
51 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.13, 1502.14; Hammond v. Norton, 370 F. Supp. 2d 226 (DDC May 13, 2005). 
 
52 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14; N.M. ex rel. Richardson v. BLM, 565 F.3d 683 (10th Cir. 2009). 
 
53 66 Fed. Reg. 3,243 (January 12, 2001). 
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motivated by the Trump administration[rsquo]s [ldquo]energy dominance[rdquo] agenda, is counterintuitive to 
the preservation of natural resources.54 Further, Alternative 4 would add a Timber Priority management 
category that would allow for timber harvest and road construction. 
 
Because Alternatives 4 and 5 would convert a significant number of IRAs into Roadless Priority acres which 
would be less restrictive than Roadless Rule protections, these Alternatives are both nonviable options. And 
finally, Alternative 6 (the [ldquo]Preferred Alternative[rdquo]) would remove all 9.2 million acres of IRA in the 
Tongass from the roadless designation. This Preferred Alternative completely fails to offer reasonable 
protections to the pristine forest landscape. 
 
Roadless areas are areas where high-quality intact habitat exists and ecosystems function with all their native 
species and components. Further, these areas serve as habitat for threatened, endangered, proposed, 
candidate, and sensitive species, all of which are dependent on large undisturbed areas of land for their 
survival. As such, Alternative 1 is the only alternative that would reasonably allow these necessary habitats to 
remain intact. 
 
VI.       Administrative Changes to the 2016 Forest Plan 
 
In the Petition submitted by the State of Alaska to Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue, the state requested 
that the USDA direct the USFS to commence a new amendment to the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan (the [ldquo]2016 Forest Plan[rdquo]).55 However, instead of an amendment to the 2016 
Forest Plan, the Proposed Rule would direct the Tongass Forest Supervisor to provide notice of an 
[ldquo]administrative change[rdquo] concerning lands that were deemed unsuitable in the 2016 Forest Plan 
solely due to the application of the Roadless Rule. As such, the Proposed Rule would change the designation 
of IRAs [ldquo]not suitable[rdquo] for harvest to [ldquo]suitable,[rdquo] through an [ldquo]administrative 
change[rdquo] rather than an amendment. The Proposed Rule Federal Register publication describes this 
exception as [ldquo]minor[rdquo]. However, this administrative change procedure side steps public involvement 
by making a substantial plan revision without proper review. 
 
Administrative changes to these types of plans are permissible for matters and do not amount to a plan 
amendment or plan revision. 56 However, these changes can hardly be said to be minor, since they would 
open thousands of forest acres for logging. Forest plan revisions are necessary when conditions on a plan 
have changed significantly.57 As such, the USFS should not be permitted to make such an informal 
[ldquo]administrative change[rdquo] to the Forest Plan without more public involvement. 
 
54 Executive Order 13783 of March 28, 2017, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, 82 Fed. 
Reg. 16093 (March 31, 2017). 
 
55 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application 
 
of         the        Roadless         Rule         and        Other        Actions         (January         19,            2018),  
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4406959.pdf 
 
56 36 C.F.R. 219.13. 
 
57 36 C.F.R. 219.7. 
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VII. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Consider the Impacts of Excluding the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
a.         The DEIS Fails to Adequately Assess Climate Change Impacts 
 
Despite climate change being the most significant environmental impact of our time, the DEIS fails to make any 
significant analysis of how exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule will contribute to climate change 



and, in turn, analyze how those additions to climate change will impact the United States, including impacts 
beyond Alaska. A proper analysis would consider how climate change is already pressuring the resources 
within the forest, which would be compounded by additional development. NEPA requires that the DEIS clearly 
present information and analyze the environmental consequences that form the scientific and analytic basis for 
consideration of reasonable alternatives.58 Further, given the important role the Tongass plays in managing 
climate change impacts, a proper analysis would make a more robust analysis of how additional loss of the 
forest would ultimately contribute to climate change impacts. 
 
Although the DEIS includes analysis pertaining to the environmental consequences of each alternative on old-
growth forest ecosystems and old-growth habitat conservation, the DEIS analysis of [ldquo]Climate and 
Carbon[rdquo] fails to fully analyze the environmental consequences of each alternative as it pertains to climate 
change contribution. The impact of GHG emissions on climate change is precisely the kind of cumulative 
impacts analysis that NEPA requires agencies to conduct.59 For the reasons set forth below, the DEIS has 
failed to adequately consider the effects of climate change and, as such, an essential piece of the NEPA 
analysis is missing. 
 
i.          Climate Change Is the Most Significant Environmental Impact of Our Time 
 
An EIS must contain a full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts, and the impacts must be 
discussed in proportion to their significance. 60 Climate change is the most significant environmental impact of 
our time. Despite the significance of this global crisis, the DEIS only dedicates an 8-page section to 
[ldquo]Carbon and Climate[rdquo], an analysis that is completely disproportional to the gravity of the rapid 
environmental changes. 
 
Human influence on climate has been the dominant cause of observed warming since the mid-20th century, 
according to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change ([ldquo]IPCC[rdquo]) Fifth Assessment Report.61 
[ldquo]Human activities are estimated to have caused approximately 1.0[deg]C of global warming above pre-
industrial levels, with a likely range of 0.8[deg]C to 1.2[deg]C. Global warming 
 
58 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.14, 1502.16. 
 
59 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat[rsquo]l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 
 
60 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.1 and 1502.2(b); 42 U.S.C. [sect][sect] 4332(C)(i) and (ii). 
 
61 IPCC, 2014: Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Core Writing Team, R.K. Pachauri and 
L.A. Meyer (eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland, 151 pp. 
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is likely to reach 1.5[deg]C between 2030 and 2052 if it continues to increase at the current rate.[rdquo]62 
According to the IPCC, [ldquo][w]arming of the climate system is unequivocal, and since the 1950s, many of 
the observed changes are unprecedented over decades to millennia. The atmosphere and ocean have 
warmed, the amounts of snow and ice have diminished, and sea level has risen.[rdquo]63 According to the 
Fourth National Climate Assessment published by the U.S. Global Change Research Program, [ldquo]More 
frequent and intense extreme weather and climate-related events, as well as changes in average climate 
conditions, are expected to continue to damage infrastructure, ecosystems, and social systems that provide 
essential benefits to communities.[rdquo] 64 
 
Climate change is upon us. We can see it and experience it in the world around us on a daily basis. A cloud of 
smog above the Los Angeles sky line, rising sea levels, increased prices at the grocery store due to a 
struggling global agricultural supply, dying coral reefs, historic highs in forest fire rates in the western United 
States, super storms ripping across the globe. The global population can no longer afford to treat climate 
change like a potential future threat. Rather, we must recognize the harm that has already been done to our 
planet and combat future harms, which involve drastic and immediate action to protect the vital resources we 
have left. 



 
Observations from around the world are showing the widespread effects of increasing GHG concentrations on 
Earth[rsquo]s climate. Years of scientific research, carefully collected data, and environmental observations 
have accumulated to resoundingly confirm that climate change is the most significant environmental impact of 
our time. 
 
With its business headquarters located right along the California coast, Patagonia is particularly susceptible to 
feeling the profoundly negative effects of climate change.65 Climate change contributes to a shortening of 
California[rsquo]s rainy season, which also further extends wild fire season. 66 In 2016 alone, more than 
67,000 wildfires burned over 5.5 million acres in the U.S., an area equivalent to the size of New Jersey. 67 
[ldquo]If global warming continues on pace, the models 
 
62 IPCC, 2018: Summary for Policymakers. In: Global warming of 1.5[deg]C. An IPCC Special Report on the 
impacts of global warming of 1.5[deg]C above pre-industrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission 
pathways, in the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate change, sustainable 
development, and efforts to eradicate poverty [V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, H. O. P[ouml]rtner, D. Roberts, J. 
Skea, P. R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W. Moufouma-Okia, C. P[eacute]an, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J. B. R. Matthews, 
Y. Chen, X. Zhou, M. I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor, T. Waterfield (eds.)]. World Meteorological 
Organization, Geneva, Switzerland, 32 pp. 
 
63 Supra note 61. 
 
64 Supra note 49. 
 
65 See the most recent fall 2019 fires, including the Kincade, Hillside, Getty, and Maria Fires, some of which 
occurred mere miles from Patagonia[rsquo]s headquarters: California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection, 
https://www.fire.ca.gov/incidents/2019/ 
 
66 Dana Nuccitelli, The many ways climate change worsens California wildfires, Yale Climate Change 
Connections (November 13, 2018), https://www.yaleclimateconnections.org/2018/11/the-many-ways-climate-
change-worsens-california-wildfires/ 
 
67 Leah Burrows, From sea to rising sea: Climate change in America, Harvard John A. Paulson School of 
Engineering and Applied Sciences (September 13, 2017), https://www.seas.harvard.edu/content/from-sea-to-
rising-sea-climate-change-in-america 
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predict that by 2050 the wildfire season in the western U.S. will be about three weeks longer, twice as smoky, 
and will burn more area.[rdquo]68 According to a recent analysis conducted by the Washington Post, the 
average temperature in Ventura County has increased by 4.7[deg]F since preindustrial times, making Ventura 
the fastest warming county in the Lower 48 states.69 
 
In addition to the increased risk of drought and wildfires, coastal states like California will experience the effects 
of sea level rise, increased coastal flooding, and ultimately coastal erosion. Approximately 85% of 
California[rsquo]s population live and work in coastal counties, which includes Ventura, California.70 [ldquo]In 
the next several decades, warming produced by climate model simulations indicates that sea level rise could 
substantially exceed the rate experienced during modern human development along the California coast and 
estuaries.[rdquo]71 As such, the Ventura River Estuary located adjacent to Ventura poses an increasingly 
imminent threat to the entire community, including the Patagonia Works headquarters. 
 
According to the National Ocean Service, sea level can rise by two different mechanisms with respect to 
climate change. [ldquo]First, as the oceans warm due to an increasing global temperature, seawater 
expands[mdash]taking up more space in the ocean basin and causing a rise in water level. The second 
mechanism is the melting of ice over land, which then adds water to the ocean.[rdquo] 72 Studies conducted by 
the U.S. Geological Survey ([ldquo]USGS[rdquo]) show that with sea level rise ranging from about 1.5 feet to 
6.6 feet by 2100, bluff tops along nearly 300 miles of Southern California coasts could lose an average of 62 to 



135 feet by 2100, and much more in some areas. 73 Patagonia[rsquo]s headquarters in Ventura is located less 
than half a mile from the coast, directly in harm[rsquo]s way. 
 
Not only is Patagonia[rsquo]s brick and mortar home at risk due to climate change, the foundation of its 
business is too. For example, a recent study assessed the potential climate change impacts to recreational 
freshwater fishing across the coterminous U.S. The study found that higher air temperatures and, to a lesser 
extent, changes in streamflow, will alter fish habitat, resulting in a decline in more desirable recreational fish 
species and a shift toward less desirable warm-water fisheries.74 A significant portion of Patagonia customers 
utilize Patagonia products for outdoor 
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activities, including fishing in the Tongass. A decline in more desirable recreational fish species as a result of 
climate change will directly harm Patagonia through both its customer base and its organizational conservation 
mission. For more on fish and recreation impact, see Sections VII (b) and (c) below. 
 
In addition to the broader national effects of climate change, disturbing observations of a warming climate are 
also experienced more locally in Southeast Alaska. As part of the Arctic, Alaska is on the front lines of climate 
change and is among the fastest warming regions on Earth. It is warming faster than any other state, and it 
faces a myriad of issues associated with a changing climate.75 As the climate continues to warm, average 
annual temperatures in Alaska are projected to increase an additional 2 to 4[deg]F by the middle of this 
century.76 Further, even though total annual precipitation and frequency of winter floods are likely to increase 
in Southeast Alaska, decreasing snowpack will decrease the amount of water available for spawning salmon in 
the summertime.77 
 
As a coastal state, the impact climate change plays on ocean health is also an important consideration in 
assessing the health of the Tongass. Studies indicate that rapidly rising GHG concentrations are driving ocean 
systems toward conditions not seen for millions of years, with an associated risk of fundamental and 
irreversible ecological transformation.78 The oceans are the main store of carbon dioxide ([ldquo]CO2[rdquo]) 
and are estimated to have taken a large portion of anthropogenic-sourced CO2 from the atmosphere since the 
beginning of the industrial revolution, when humans began to burn massive amounts of fossil fuel, cut down 
swaths of CO2-consuming forests, and engage in a variety of other CO2-producing activities.79 As the ocean 
continues to shoulder the GHG burden, it comes at a grave cost: ocean warming. Some studies suggest that 
increases in sea temperature and changing ocean currents may lead to a reduction in the uptake of CO2 by the 



ocean. This will necessarily mean that forests like the Tongass will have to shoulder the burden of absorbing 
more CO2, making the preservation of these resources even more vital to the preservation of the atmosphere. 
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Ocean warming is accompanied by ocean acidification, which refers to a reduction in the pH of the ocean over 
an extended period caused primarily by the uptake of CO2 from the atmosphere, which causes a variety of 
chemical changes in seawater. 80 [ldquo]Ocean acidification is now happening at a faster rate than at any point 
in the last 66 million years, and possibly in the last 300 million years. And projections show that by the end of 
this century, ocean surface waters could be more than twice as acidic as they were at the end of last century if 
we do not reduce our carbon emissions.[rdquo]81 
 
Given the extensive scientific data about the immediate and growing impacts of climate change, any EIS 
prepared under NEPA must carefully and thoroughly consider all aspects of climate change impacts. This 
should include both a rich discussion of how climate change is impacting the resources within the forest in 
addition to a discussion of how the proposed alternatives would contribute to climate change. 
 
The DEIS fails in this regard, offering only an abbreviated analysis that fails to fully account for the harsh 
impact climate change has brought and will bring to the Tongass. In discussing the impact of the alternatives, 
the DEIS avoids any meaningful analysis by repeatedly belaboring that there are uncertainties regarding the 
scope of climate change and the effects it will impose on the forests in Southeast Alaska.82 However, this 
should not excuse the USFS from engaging in a more forthcoming global warming analysis. 
 
Without a thorough and proper analysis of how climate change impacts the Tongass, and the IRAs in particular, 
the DEIS has failed to consider how climate change is likely to modify conditions of each alternative. 
 
ii.         Tongass Old Growth Is Essential to Combat Climate Change 
 
In addition to failing to fully analyze how severely climate change impacts the Tongass, the DEIS also fails to 
adequately assess how the Action Alternatives, particularly the Preferred Alternative, will contribute to climate 
change themselves. 



 
The Tongass is home to some of the oldest trees on earth, many dating back more than 800 years. Spruce, 
cedar, and western hemlock trees stretch more than 200 feet into the sky and reach nearly 12 feet in diameter 
at chest level. 83 One key characteristic of old-growth stands is that they include trees of multiple ages and 
sizes, from seedlings and saplings to pole-sized trees to trees 
 
80                What        is        Ocean         Acidification?,         NOAA         National        Ocean            Science, 
 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/acidification.html 
 
81 CO2 and Ocean Acidification: Causes, Impacts, Solutions, Union of Concerned Scientists (January 30, 
2019), https://www.ucsusa.org/resources/co2-and-ocean-acidification 
 
82 See DEIS at 3-126 [ndash] 128. 
 
83 Lindsay Seventko, Discover 5 of America[rsquo]s Old-Growth Forests, American Forests (June 16, 2016), 
https://www.americanforests.org/blog/discover-5-of-americas-old-growth-forests/ 
 
16 
 
 
 
many centuries old. 84 These massive old-growth trees are an essential resource in a world being increasingly 
overcome by the massive influx in GHG emissions. 
 
The Tongass acts as a buffer against climate change, absorbing according to some estimates around 8% of 
the nation[rsquo]s annual global warming pollution and storing an estimated 10-12 percent of all carbon in our 
national forests. The sequestered carbon is stored in live woody tissues and slowly decomposing organic 
matter in soil. Old-growth forests, therefore, serve as a global carbon sink.85 [ldquo]Old-growth forests are very 
effective at trapping climate-warming greenhouse gas like carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and 
storing[mdash]or [lsquo]sequestering[rsquo][mdash]it. The underlying soil absorbs some of that heat-trapping 
gas as well, making forests major carbon sinks and an increasingly big part of the discussion when we talk 
about how to stem the tide of global warming.[rdquo]86 
 
Keeping these forest carbon sinks intact and undeveloped using policies like the Roadless Rule is a key part of 
any comprehensive plan to confront climate change. The Proposed Rule Federal Register publication itself 
identifies that the USFS manages the National Forest Service to [ldquo]maintain and enhance the quality of the 
environment to meet the Nation[rsquo]s current and future needs.[rdquo] The nation, and more broadly the 
world, currently relies on the carbon sink provided by the forest, and will rely on it even more in the future as 
oceans warm and temperatures rise. These natural resources are not limitless. Given the increasing pressure 
climate change is placing on forests, it is essential that the USFS to maintain protections of young-growth and 
especially old-growth, which includes the Roadless Rule. 
 
Not only does the DEIS offer lackluster effort to account for how the Tongass protects against climate change, 
the [ldquo]Climate and Carbon[rdquo] analysis goes as far as providing misleading information, according to 
some scientists. In the cumulative effects of climate change and carbon sequestration, the DEIS states, 
[ldquo]Potential negative effects on the Tongass may be ameliorated and may be completely reversed with 
time, reducing or eliminating potential negative cumulative effects on carbon and climate. Carbon emitted 
during the initial implementation of the management actions (e.g., harvest) would have a temporary influence 
on atmospheric carbon concentrations, because carbon would be removed from the atmosphere over time 
following management as the forest regrows.[rdquo]87 
 
However, Beverly Law, an Oregon State University professor cited in the DEIS, points out that some old-growth 
trees in the Tongass are more than a thousand years old, so it would take a 
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very long time for the forest to regain such a huge amount of carbon.88 Although young growth will assist in 
mitigating the loss of older trees, this regrowth could take centuries, leaving the environment short on essential 
carbon sequestration forestation in a time where the planet is desperately trying to stay ahead of the curve to 
prevent climate damage. The earth cannot afford to wait centuries for the reemergence of young growth. 
 
The USFS[rsquo]s failure to provide forthcoming information on the true impact the Action Alternatives would 
have on carbon emissions, changes in forest carbon stocks, carbon sequestration, and global climate change 
is a fatal flaw of the DEIS environmental analysis. A genuine substantive analysis of how the Action 
Alternatives will impact climate change is required under NEPA[rsquo]s obligation to consider every significant 
aspect of the environmental impact of the agency[rsquo]s proposed action. 
 
iii.         The Action Alternatives Will Contribute to Climate Change 
 
Despite the importance of old growth as a vital carbon sink, due to devastating logging practices that utilized a 
technique of clear-cutting full forest areas, Tongass has lost at least half of its old growth forest since the 
1950s, which are some of the more important areas for ecological integrity and wildlife.89 Not only will the 
removal of essential old-growth trees contribute to climate change by eliminating essential carbon sinks, the 
practice of logging itself will decrease the forest[rsquo]s ability to store carbon in addition to producing carbon 
emissions of its own. 
 
According to NASA, 97% or more of actively publishing climate scientists agree that climate-warming trends 
over the past century are extremely likely due to human activities.90 Science confirms that a dominant cause of 
climate change is GHG emissions produced by human activities, including CO2 and methane. Studies show 
that roughly half of the cumulative anthropogenic carbon dioxide emissions between 1750 and 2011 have 
occurred in the last 40 years.91 GHG from human activities are the most significant driver of observed climate 
change since the mid-20th century.92 
 
When forests are cleared or burnt, stored carbon is released into the atmosphere, mainly as CO2. Global loss 
of tropical forests has contributed a significant amount of CO2 back into the 
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atmosphere. Industrial logging results in a large loss of forest carbon storage, and a substantial overall 
increase in carbon emissions that can take decades to recapture with regrowth. Logging also destroys a forest 
ecosystem[rsquo]s ability to provide natural protections to forest inhabitants against extreme weather events. 
When forests are logged, the carbon that was stored in the trees and soil is released into the atmosphere. 
Further, removing trees eliminates portions of the forest canopy, which blocks the sun[rsquo]s rays during the 
day and retains heat at night. That disruption leads to more extreme temperature swings which, in turn, can be 
harmful to plants and animals. 
 
The agency appears to cloak itself in the assertion that no [ldquo]additional[rdquo] road building or timber 
harvest will occur as a result of the Action Alternatives. But, the agency[rsquo]s efforts to remove Roadless 
Rule protections is ultimately an attempt to facilitate access to additional areas within the Tongass to remove 
trees. There would be no reason to proceed with any exemption but for the fact that new roads will reduce the 
costs associated with logging marginal areas and increase the rate of deforestation.93 At a bare minimum, the 
agency must evaluate the climatological impacts of the additional loss of trees attributable to these factors. 
 
b. The DEIS Does Not Provide Sufficient Consideration of How the Alternatives 
 
Would Impact Tongass Fish Populations and Their Habitats 
 
As stated in the DEIS, the abundant aquatic system of the Tongass provides spawning and rearing habitats for 
most fish produced in Southeast Alaska, and maintenance of the habitat and the associated high-quality water 
is a focal point of public, state, and federal natural resource agencies, as well as user groups.94 Along with its 
vast woods, the Tongass features miles of pristine creeks, rivers, and lakes, including important salmon-
spawning streams. The forest also houses wetlands, alpine tundra, mountains, and glaciers that host an 
abundance of water features. The rich and abundant Tongass serves as a habitat to several important kinds of 
fish including five species of salmon [mdash]Chinook, coho, sockeye, pink, and chum[mdash] and several 
varieties of trout and steelhead. 
 
Indeed, the Tongass is the nation[rsquo]s top salmon-producing forest. While all fish that inhabit the Tongass 
are important biologically and recreationally, the pacific salmon populations play an essential role in 
Alaska[rsquo]s marine ecosystem and are a valuable recreational resource as well.95 Salmon bring marine 
nutrients inland and provide an important food resource for a variety of animals which, in turn, increases the 
productivity of nearby plants and forests. Salmon also provide the forest with fertilizer, making them an 
important resource for tree growth. Further, fish that decay within streams release valuable nutrients which then 
fertilize the water that feeds the developing salmon. According to the Wild Salmon Center, in Southeastern 
Alaska, spawning salmon contribute up to 25% of the nitrogen in the foliage of trees, resulting in tree growth 
rates 
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nearly three-times higher than in areas without salmon spawning.96 Trees depend on salmon, and salmon 
depend on trees.97 
 
Further, the quality of the water and of the fishing experiences to be found in the Tongass make it a destination 
for anglers from all over the world. Opportunities for both freshwater and saltwater shoreline fishing for salmon 
exist near most towns and cities. 98 Additionally, angling for Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s cutthroat trout, 
steelhead, king and coho salmon, and halibut are world-renowned. As discussed further below, the state of 
Alaska receives millions of dollars of tourism revenue annually from recreators seeking to fish these species. 
 
However, many fish species found in the Tongass, salmon populations in particular, are dwindling across the 
globe. According to the National Park Service, the coming decades present new climate change challenges 
and it is unclear if salmon will be able to keep pace with them. 99 In Alaska specifically, Chinook salmon runs 
have been well below the long-term average.100 Pacific salmon face serious challenges from climate and 
landscape change. The largest and oldest Chinook salmon, known as [ldquo]kings[rdquo], are disappearing 
causing fishing operations across Southeast Alaska to dwindle. 
 
The degradation of these fish populations is especially problematic for Southeast Alaskan tribes that rely on the 
preservation of the Tongass and Tongass resources. Alaskan Native communities are often the communities 
that suffer the most due to climate change impacts and logging policies that disrupt the ecosystems that tribes 
rely on. Not only do the salmon of the forest have cultural significance to these tribes, they also depend on the 
health of this ecosystem for food security. In addition to salmon and other fisheries, tribes are often dependent 
upon additional forest resources like wildlife for hunting and berries for gathering, both of which would be 
negatively impacted by the Action Alternatives. 
 
Climate change and ocean acidification has put all the state[rsquo]s fisheries at risk.101 The DEIS details 
numerous effects climate change may have on fish species throughout the Tongass, and even goes as far as 
to suggest that climate change may have a positive impact on Alaskan fish species, as elevated water 
temperatures may result in faster fish growth. 102 However, research 
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shows that this [ldquo]jumpstart[rdquo] in freshwater doesn[rsquo]t necessarily benefit salmon in the long run 
since the native fish then spend more time competing with hatchery fish in the ocean.103 As such, despite the 
DEIS[rsquo]s efforts to place a positive spin on climate change, in reality these environmental pressures are 
causing fisheries throughout Southeast Alaska to dwindle. 
 



In addition to harm caused by climate change pressures, fisheries in the Tongass also face threats from road 
construction. Improper culvert placement at road-stream crossings can reduce or eliminate fish passage, and 
road crossings are a common migration barrier to fish.104 Additionally, road construction can block the 
migration routes that prevent fish from feeding, spawning, and accessing over-wintering areas. Stream 
crossings for roads create barriers and can reduce access to vital habitats. Human development and habitat 
degradation are causing wild salmon populations to decline. 
 
Logging and road building in the Tongass have contributed to the problem by increasing soil erosion, 
decreasing streamside trees needed by fish, and blocking fish passages used by salmon to migrate to 
spawning locations. River and stream degradation that occurs as a result of timber production adversely affects 
many other ecosystem services, like erosion control, nutrient cycling, and water regulation. 
 
Roads can facilitate the spread of harmful agents, prevent the movement of species, or be a source of 
pollution.105 Roads also impact water quality through sediment pollution.106 Sediment from construction 
activities and erosion can find its way into watersheds, which can eventually cover spawning beds, suffocate 
eggs, clog gills, and overall make it difficult for fish to survive. Further, roads directly affect natural sediment 
and hydrologic regimes by altering streamflow, sediment loading, channel morphology, channel stability, 
substrate composition, stream temperatures, water quality, and riparian conditions in a watershed.107 In 
addition to road sediment, logging practices can also increase risks to fish resources. Because fish benefit from 
forest coverage and carbon emitted from natural forest debris, any increase in the removal of these resources 
is damaging to these aquatic ecosystems.108 
 
Despite the sensitivity of these vital species and the clear dangers road building and logging would bring to 
their habitat, the DEIS provides that the overall risk to fish resources and watersheds amongst the alternatives 
is unlikely to be large or different from the current 2016 Forest 
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Plan[rsquo]s projected conditions. However, while none of the alternatives would change Forest Plan 
guidelines developed to protect fish and their habitat, the Action Alternatives would indeed provide expanded 
locational opportunities for road construction and logging. As explained in the DEIS section 
[ldquo]Transportation, Energy, Communications, and Infrastructure[rdquo], Alternatives 3-6 would be 
[ldquo]expected to result in more new road miles[rdquo] because additional logging opportunities may be 
provided through extending areas removed from roadless designation.109 
 
Further, and even more problematic, under the Preferred Alternative, the DEIS identifies that roads and logging 
are likely to penetrate much farther into currently roadless areas than under Alternatives 1, 2, or 3, resulting in 
a greater degree of fragmentation.110 As such, because this information clearly indicates that the Action 



Alternatives would create additional threats to fish habitat, the DEIS insufficiently concludes that risk to fish 
resources and watersheds is unlikely to change from the current conditions. The USFS must provide a more 
robust analysis of the environmental effects of the Action Alternatives, which would almost certainly find that 
these Alternatives are non-options given the grave dangers they will pose to the dwindling natural fish 
populations. 
 
c.         The DEIS Understates the Impacts on Recreation 
 
The Tongass is a rich expanse of nearly endless recreational opportunities. Recreators travel from far and wide 
to experience pristine watersheds, untouched forest landscapes, and unique wildlife. Fishing expeditions, 
scenic hikes, bird watching, and many more outdoor activities offer visitors and local residents alike not only 
recreational pursuits, but also provides physical, emotional, and even spiritual benefits. The benefits of these 
outdoor places diminish when landscapes are littered with logging infrastructure. 
 
The visitor industry accounts for 60% of natural resource-based employment in Southeast Alaska.111 
According to the University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, [ldquo][Iin-state consumer spending 
related to outdoor recreation trips amounts to nearly $3.2 billion annually. That spending creates about 29,000 
direct jobs, and 38,100 total jobs through a multiplier effect (indirect and induced). About one job in ten in 
Alaska is tied to trip-related outdoor recreation spending.[rdquo]112 The profitability of the outdoor recreation 
industry stands in stark comparison to the timber industry. The USFS[rsquo]s move to expand logging in the 
Tongass follows decades of the federal government subsidizing timber sales in the national forest, often 
amounting to millions of dollars per year. The USFS should not jeopardize the preservation of hundreds of 
thousands of acres of Tongass forest that provide the foundation for the lucrative recreation industry at the 
expense of the failing timber industry. 
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Visitors often use outfitters or guides to assist in their enjoyment of these great outdoors. For the most part, 
outfitters and guides ensure that recreational activities are conducted in a manner that protects environmental 
resources. Changes in land management have the potential to affect outfitter/guide operations that provide 
commercial recreation opportunities on the forest. As identified in the DEIS itself, [ldquo]By expanding the 
acres available for harvest, Alternatives 4 to 6 could add to these potential impacts [to outfitter/guide use] by 
increasing the number and geographic extent of the acres affected.[rdquo]113 Not only does the destruction of 
the natural appearance of the forest deplete the areas of viable recreational opportunity, it then necessarily 
forces outfitter/guides to condense their operations, creating a crowding effect that detracts from the entire 
recreational experience sought in the first place. 
 
Because wildlife observation is an alluring recreational opportunity for visitors and locals, the 
Alternatives[rsquo] impact on wildlife is also of importance in this analysis. The destruction of trees through 
logging practices removes shelter from the elements, can directly destroy homes, and changes the overall 
landscape animals inhabit. Forest ecosystems foster high levels of biodiversity which creates complex food 
webs that wildlife all up and down the food chain depend on. 
 
The DEIS states, [ldquo]Timber harvest in newly opened areas and associated road construction or 
reconstruction has the potential to decrease the value of these roadless areas to wildlife through increased 
habitat fragmentation and reduced landscape connectivity.[rdquo]114 However, it is likely this is more than a 
potential possibility. When continuous stretches of forest are disrupted by logging, habitat is divided into smaller 



and more isolated fragments which forces wildlife into distorted, unnatural habitat formations. Studies show 
habitat fragmentation can reduce biodiversity significantly and impair key ecosystem functions by decreasing 
biomass and altering nutrient cycles.115 Fragmented populations can produce increased demographic 
fluctuation, inbreeding, loss of genetic variability, and local extinctions.116 
 
This will be especially true in the Action Alternatives, which would allow logging and road construction in more 
expansive areas of the forest. While the Action Alternatives wouldn[rsquo]t necessarily lead to more acres 
logged under the current 2016 Forest Plan, their effects would be far more disruptive to the natural landscapes 
wildlife depends on. Species like the Sitka black-tailed deer, black and brown bears, American martens, and 
Alexander Archipelago wolves are essential not only for the biodiversity of the Tongass, but also for the 
recreation industry that relies on wild animals. The Tongass also has the potential for occurrence of numerous 
threatened and endangered species under the Endangered Species Act, including short-tailed albatross, 
humpback whale, fin whale, sperm whale, and Steller sea lion.117 
 
113 DEIS at 3-50. 
 
114 DEIS at 3-90. 
 
115 Nick M. Haddad et al., Habitat fragmentation and its lasting impact on Earth[rsquo]s ecosystems, 1 
SCIENCE ADVANCES (March 20, 2015), DOI: 10.1126/sciadv.1500052 
 
116 Supra note 93. 
 
117 DEIS Table 3.3b-1. 
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Roads can increase harassment, poaching, collisions with vehicles, and displacement of terrestrial vertebrates, 
which affect many large mammals.118 As such, not only will the removal of the Roadless Rule directly harm 
wildlife, it will also inadvertently further harm recreational pursuits as recreators have less opportunity to 
connect with nature through the observation of wildlife. 
 
DEIS Figure 3.10-1 demonstrates the increase in primitive old-growth acres that will become suitable for 
harvest under the alternatives. Even if the total volumes expected to be harvested are the same under each 
alternative, it is the extended reach of areas that will be deemed suitable for harvest under the Action 
Alternatives that creates a direct threat to recreational pursuits. By providing more suitable acres for harvest in 
deeper and more primitive stretches of the forest, these Alternatives pose a grave danger to the sanctity of the 
landscape that is essential for recreational purposes. Visitors do not travel all the way to the Tongass to see 
patches of cleared land amongst the landscape. The DEIS states that [ldquo]Old-growth acres harvested in 
recreation places important for fishing and tourism would be expected to increase relative to Alternative 
1.[rdquo]119 This result is unacceptable. 
 
Further, the DEIS attempts to limit its analysis of environmental consequences of the alternatives on recreation 
and tourism by repeatedly asserting that actual logging locations and road development activities will vary 
depending on the timber sales carried out and, as such, it is difficult to evaluate the effects of the alternatives 
on particular groups of recreation resources.120 However, this is nothing more than a thinly veiled excuse to 
avoid disclosing the harmful effects of repealing the Roadless Rule. Regardless of where these additional 
timber sales are carried out, they will certainly devastate the natural landscape that currently exists. This will 
negatively impact recreational use, as it destroys the sanctity recreators seek. 
 
Protecting recreation areas is of particular importance to Patagonia given the industry that it serves. Without 
the preservation of wild spaces, both customers and employees will have limited opportunities to explore this 
ancient forest in its natural composition. This deprivation of recreation is a loss Patagonia cannot afford in a 
world that is increasingly scorched by the destructive force of climate change. Because the Action Alternatives 
will expand the spatial distribution of future logging activities which will necessarily degrade recreational 
opportunities, the No Action Alternative is the only viable option. 
 



VIII. Mitigation - Tongass 77 Watersheds and The Nature Conservancy/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas  
 
The Tongass 77 Watersheds ([ldquo]T77 Watersheds[rdquo]) were identified through a comprehensive 
process where numerous organizations including the Audubon Society, The Nature Conservancy 
([ldquo]TNC[rdquo]) and Trout Unlimited, in consultation with federal and state biologists and various 
community and business stakeholder groups, identified the most important salmon producing 
 
118 Supra note 93. 
 
119 DEIS at 3-170. 
 
120 Id. 
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watersheds that lacked watershed-scale protections.121 In addition to including valuable fish habitat, these 
areas include watersheds that capture other biological values to ensure the region will sustain a viable 
ecosystem. The conservation of these areas is essential to the ecological health of Southeast Alaska. 
 
The 2016 Forest Plan prohibits old-growth timber harvest in T77 Watersheds and TNC/Audubon Conservation 
Priority Areas. However, as demonstrated in DEIS Table 3.3c-1, suitable young growth in these areas 
increases between the Action Alternatives.122 Given the environmental and ecological importance of these 
habitats, the USFS should add mitigation measures to protect these wild spaces and mitigate the adverse 
environmental impacts young growth harvesting would impose. Mitigation is an important mechanism agencies 
can use to minimize the potential adverse environmental impacts associated with their actions.123 Patagonia 
supports the continued protection of these essential conservation areas for the health and wellbeing of delicate 
fish populations. 
 
IX. Conclusion 
 
Patagonia strongly opposes the Action Alternatives set forth in the DEIS due to their fundamental failure to 
consider and analyze the realistic impact of removing IRAs on the Tongass environment. Particularly, the 
Action Alternatives are missing a robust and necessary analysis of climate change influence. Patagonia urges 
the USFS to select Alternative 1, the only alternative that would refrain from further harming the ecological 
health of the Tongass and thus, in turn, the environmental health of the United States through the preservation 
of the essential carbon sink. The Tongass should not be exempt from the Roadless Rule. Additionally, the 
USFS should undertake further environmental analysis as it pertains to the findings of the 2016 Forest Plan. 
 
 
 
121 The Tongass 77: Protecting Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s Best Salmon Watersheds, The Tongass National 
Forest American Salmon Forest, http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-tongass-77-factsheet.html 
 
122 DEIS at 3-114. 
 
123 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.16(h). 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kennon 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization: Patagonia Works 
Title:  
Comments: 
FINAL 12.16.19 PW Comments on Tongass Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
RE: Public Comments of Patagonia Works on the Department of Agriculture Forest Service Proposed Rule 
"Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska" and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas 
 
Dear Mr. Tu: 
 
This firm represents Patagonia Works, a certified B-corporation incorporated in the State of California. Attached 
please find Patagonia Works' comment on the Department of Agriculture Forest Service Proposed Rule 
"Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska" and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas. If you have any questions about this 
comment, please contact me using the contact information provided on this letterhead. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
/s/ Kennon G. Meyer 
 
KGM 
 
Attachment 
 
 
 
 
 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE FOREST SERVICE PROPOSED RULE SPECIAL  
 AREAS; ROADLESS AREA CONSERVATION; NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM  
 LANDS IN ALASKA AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  
 RULEMAKING FOR ALASKA ROADLESS AREAS 
 
84 Federal Register 55,522 
 
 
 
SUBMITTED ELECTRONICALLY  
Ken Tu  
 Alaska Roadless Rule  



 USDA Forest Service  
 P.O. Box 21628  
 Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
 
 
I. Introduction 
 
Patagonia Works ("Patagonia") appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the United States 
Department of Agriculture ("USDA") Forest Service's ("USFS") Proposed Rule Special Areas; Roadless Area 
Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska (the "Proposed Rule")1 and the October 2019 Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas ("DEIS"). 
 
Patagonia is an outdoor-apparel company with a 40-year history of environmental activism. Protecting and 
preserving the environment is a core business tenet as reflected in the Company's mission statement: 
"Patagonia is in business to save our home planet." In 2012, Patagonia became a California benefit 
corporation, enshrining its blended goals of business and conservation into its Articles of Incorporation. 
Patagonia believes deeply in the urgent shared responsibility to protect the environment. The future of 
Patagonia's business depends on the health of the wild places that its customers explore, which include the 
Tongass National Forest (the "Tongass"). 
 
Patagonia has spent a significant amount of time and resources fighting to protect and preserve the sanctity of 
the Tongass. Patagonia has worked diligently to support conservation efforts throughout the years in an effort 
to protect the nation's largest national forest stretching across some of the most pristine landscapes in 
Southeast Alaska. Going back as early as the 1990s, Patagonia has provided grant funding totaling $197,000 
to the Southeast Alaska Conservation Council and $185,500 to the Sitka Conservation Society, two groups that 
are dedicated to protecting the Tongass and the fish and wildlife that make the forest their home. These 
organizations also currently utilize Patagonia's Action Works platform, which connects individuals to 
organizations working on environmental issues in their community.2 Patagonia has also granted Audubon 
Alaska $60,000 and currently has similar grants pending with the Wilderness Society and Women's Earth & 
Climate Action Network. 
 
Patagonia strongly opposes the exemption of the Tongass from the essential protection of the 2001 Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule ("Roadless Rule"). The Roadless Rule is essential for limiting harmful logging and 
road-building activity in National Forest Systems throughout the country. As climate change intensifies and the 
effects of global warming are seen more readily across the country, protecting the nation's most vulnerable and 
essential natural resources is a top priority. Further, the salmon, birds, wolves, deer, and other aquatic and 
terrestrial wildlife living in and around the Tongass are under enough environmental pressures from climate 
change without the added pollution logging and road building would certainly bring to the rivers and streams 
that meander throughout this great forest. 
 
Not only do the fish and wildlife that inhabit the Tongass depend on the health of the forest ecosystem, the 
earth's atmosphere depends on the health of the Tongass as it dutifully serves as a carbon sink, or a natural 
reservoir of greenhouse gas ("GHG") carbon emissions, and thus acts as 
 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (October 17, 2019). 
 
2 Patagonia Action Works, https://www.patagonia.com/actionworks/about/ 
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a buffer against climate change. Any actions that facilitate or expedite the removal of timber in the Tongass will 
hinder this essential function. 
 
The DEIS fails to adequately account for how the repeal of the Roadless Rule would impact climate change, 
aquatic habitat, and recreational opportunities in the Tongass. For the reasons set forth in this comment, 
Alternatives 2-6 (the "Action Alternatives") provided in the DEIS do not sufficiently protect Tongass natural 



resources, the indigenous people that rely on such resources, or, more broadly, the global climate. Due to 
these negative impacts, the Action Alternatives will directly injure Patagonia, its associates, and its customers. 
Further, Patagonia supports the full protection of the inventoried roadless areas ("IRA") within the Chugach 
National Forest. Patagonia urges the USFS to adopt Alternative 1 No Action Alternative, as it is the least 
damaging alternative that will inflict relatively less harm on IRAs, the wildlife that inhabits them, and the Earth's 
climate.3 
 
II. History of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass 
 
The Tongass, also known by the USFS as the "crown jewel" of the National Forest System, has origins that 
date back to 1902 when President Theodore Roosevelt issued a proclamation creating the Alexander 
Archipelago Forest Reserve. 4 A separate Tongass National Forest was later created in 1907, and both areas 
were officially combined in 1908. An additional proclamation, signed in 1909, added more Southeast lands and 
islands, bringing the total area of the Tongass to its current 16.7 million acres.5 
 
The Tongass is the nation's largest national forest, covering most of Southeast Alaska and offering unique 
chances to view eagles, bears, spawning salmon, and the breath-taking vistas of "wild" Alaska.6 The Tongass 
stretches 500 miles north-to-south and includes thousands of islands, countless streams, lush valleys, and 
sprawling forests of majestic, old-growth cedar, spruce, and hemlock trees.7 The Tongass is home to a 
significant portion of the old-growth temperate rainforest remaining in the world, as well as the largest tracts of 
old-growth forest left in the United States.8 In addition to towering species of Sitka spruce and western 
hemlock, the Tongass also houses vegetation that includes blueberries, ferns, and mosses. 
 
3 To be clear, Patagonia would prefer to see an alternative that reevaluates the levels of logging approved in 
the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan. Patagonia understands that such a proposal, 
however, is outside the scope of the analysis being conducted. 
 
4 History of the Tongass National Forest, The Tongass National American Salmon Forest, 
http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-history.html 
 
5 Id. 
 
6 Tongass National Forest, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/tongass/ 
 
7 Conservation: Tongass National Forests, Audubon Alaska, https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/tongass-
national-forest 
 
8 About the Tongass, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council, https://www.seacc.org/tongass 
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In order to protect this rich natural treasure and other National Forest System lands like it from the 
environmental dangers of logging and dense road infrastructure, the USFS developed the Roadless Rule to 
preserve undeveloped stretches of forest and to "provide lasting protection for [IRAs] within the National Forest 
System".9 
 
The Roadless Rule has undergone a lengthy and tumultuous journey since it's official introduction in 2001.10 
President Clinton initially introduced the Rule in order to develop a comprehensive policy to protect the social 
and ecological values and characteristics of IRAs from road construction and reconstruction and certain logging 
activities in the National Forest System. Since the USFS first developed this plan to protect treasured national 
forests, the Rule has been faced with numerous challenges from both states and private interest groups. 
However, despite the persistent pushback, the Roadless Rule continues to prevail.11 Currently the Tongass is 
protected by the Roadless Rule as prescribed in the Alaska District Court's 2011 Judgment reinstating the 
Roadless Rule on the Tongass. The perseverance of the Roadless Rule and its supporters demonstrates the 
value that courts and the nation put on protecting national forests. 
 



Recently, against the backdrop of the fluctuating Roadless Rule, members of both chambers of Congress have 
supported legislation that would codify the Roadless Rule through the Roadless Area Conservation Act.12 
Representatives Diana DeGette of Colorado and Ruben Gallego of Arizona, as well as Senator Maria Cantwell 
of Washington, amongst others, have helped to push forward this legislative effort to protect national forest land 
in 39 states, which would include the Tongass. This proposed legislation would prevent the USFS from granting 
exemptions like the one requested by Alaska in this instance. 
 
Additionally, Congress has already promulgated numerous bodies of law that make it abundantly clear that the 
Nation's Forest Systems require a variety of protections. The National Forest Management Act ("NFMA"), 
which requires the preparation of forest plans, provides that "the [USFS], by virtue of its statutory authority for 
management of the National Forest System, research and cooperative programs, and its role as an agency in 
the Department of Agriculture, has both a responsibility and an opportunity to be a leader in assuring that the 
Nation maintains a natural resource conservation posture that will meet the requirements of our people in 
perpetuity."13 
 
More specific to the Tongass, the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act provides, 
 
9 Supra note 1. 
 
10 Timeline: The Roadless Rule, Earthjustice, https://earthjustice.org/features/timeline-of-the-roadless-rule 
 
11 See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep't of Agric., 776 F.Supp.2d 960 (D. Ala. 2011) and Organized Village 
of Kake v. United States Dep't of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th Cir. 2015). 
 
12 DeGette files bill to permanently protect nearly 60 million acres of national forests across the U.S., 
Congresswoman Diana DeGette (May 2, 2019), https://degette.house.gov/media-center/press-
releases/degette-files-bill-to-permanently-protect-nearly-60-million-acres-of 
 
13 16 U.S.C. [sect] 1600 et seq. 
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it is the intent of Congress in this Act to preserve unrivaled scenic and geological values associated with natural 
landscapes; to provide for the maintenance of sound populations of, and habitat for, wildlife species of 
inestimable value to the citizens of Alaska and the Nation, including those species dependent on vast relatively 
undeveloped areas; to preserve in their natural state extensive unaltered arctic tundra, boreal forest, and 
coastal rainforest ecosystems; to protect the resources related to subsistence needs; to protect and preserve 
historic and archeological sites, rivers, and lands, and to preserve wilderness resource values and related 
recreational opportunities including but not limited to hiking, canoeing, fishing, and sport hunting, within large 
arctic and subarctic wildlands and on free flowing rivers; and to maintain opportunities for scientific research 
and undisturbed ecosystems.14 
 
Additionally, the Tongass Timber Reform Act was promulgated in order to provide protection of riparian habitat 
within the forest.15 
 
Overall, it is the duty of the USFS to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment of National Forest 
System lands.16 The Roadless Rule is an essential tool in ensuring the agency is able to protect and preserve 
these resources. Despite the challenges faced by the Roadless Rule since its introduction in 2001, it remains 
clear that these protections are necessary to preserve the abundant watersheds, rich outdoor recreation 
opportunities, and critical habitat that the Tongass generously provides. The Proposed Rule is yet another 
affront on Americans' efforts to protect Alaska's natural landscape.17 
 
III. Overview of NEPA 
 
The National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA") was enacted in recognition of "the profound impact of man's 
activity on the interrelations of all components of the natural environment, [and] ... the critical importance of 
restoring and maintaining environmental quality to the overall welfare ... of man ... ."18 It "prescribes the 



necessary process by which federal agencies must take a 'hard look' at the environmental consequences of 
[their] proposed courses of action."19 NEPA is intended to focus the attention of the government and the public 
on the likely environmental consequences of a proposed agency action.20 It "places upon an agency the 
 
14 16 U.S.C. [sect] 3101 et seq. (emphasis supplied). 
 
15 Pub. L. No. 101-626, 104 Stat 4426 (November 28, 1990). 
 
16 Supra note 1. 
 
17 See the Bureau of Land Management's Alaska's Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing Program Final 
Environmental Impact Statement dated September 12, 2019; see the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' Pebble 
Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated February 20, 2019; and see the Bureau of Land 
Management's National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Integrated Activity Plan and Environmental Impact 
Statement dated November 22, 2019. 
 
18 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4331. 
 
19 Pennaco Energy, Inc. v. U.S. Dept. of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147 (10th Cir. 2004) (internal quotations omitted); 
see also Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989). 
 
20 Marsh v. Oregon Natural Resources Council, 490 U.S. 360, 109 S. Ct. 1851, 104 L. Ed. 2d 377 (1989). 
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obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of the proposed action" and 
"ensures that the agency will inform the public that it has indeed considered environmental concerns in its 
decision making process."21 The unequivocal intent of NEPA is to require agencies to consider and give effect 
to the environmental goals set forth in the Act, not just to file detailed impact studies which will fill governmental 
archives.22 
 
The environmental impact statement ("EIS") is the cornerstone of NEPA. Accordingly, in an EIS a federal 
agency must: (1) "rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives" to the proposed 
action23; (2) identify and disclose to the public all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the proposed 
action and each reasonable alternative24; and (3) consider possible mitigation measures to reduce such 
impacts to the environment.25 
 
Council on Environmental Quality ("CEQ") regulations implementing NEPA make clear that in any EIS and 
record of decision, "[a] monitoring and enforcement program shall be adopted and summarized where 
applicable for any mitigation."26 CEQ regulations also state that "[m]itigation ([sect]1505.2(c)) and other 
conditions established in the [EIS] or during its review and committed as part of the decision shall be 
implemented by the lead agency or other appropriate consenting agency." To do so, CEQ explains the agency 
"shall: (a) Include appropriate conditions in grants, permits or other approvals[.]"27 
 
IV. The Purpose and Need Statement Does Not Comply with NEPA 
 
Under NEPA, an EIS must "specify the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding in 
proposing the alternatives including the proposed action."28 A suitable purpose and need statement is critically 
important to the adequacy of the DEIS, as it is the foundation on which the analysis stands. The statement will 
fail if it unreasonably narrows the agency's consideration of alternatives so that the outcome is preordained.29 
Additionally, the USFS NEPA Handbook provides that the purpose and need statement must describe in detail 
why agency action 
 
21 Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 462 U.S. 87, 103 S. Ct. 2246, 76 
L. Ed. 2d 437 (1983) (citations omitted). 
 
22 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat'l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 



 
23 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4332; 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14. 
 
24 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4332; 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.16, 1508.7 - 1508.8. 
 
25 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14(f). 
 
26 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1505.2. 
 
27 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1505.3. 
 
28 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.13. 
 
29 Alaska Survival v. Surface Transp. Bd., 705 F.3d 1073 (9th Cir Jan. 23, 2013); Protect Our Cmtys. Found. v. 
Jewell, 825 F.3d 571 (9th Cir. June 7, 2016). 
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is being proposed and shall reflect the difference between the existing condition and the desired condition.30 
 
a. The Agency has Failed to Evaluate Whether There is a Need for the Proposed 
 
Rule Given the Suspect Economic Value of Increased Roadbuilding  
 
In addition to citing to the State of Alaska's petition for rulemaking, the DEIS purpose and need statement also 
asserts that the USDA and USFS believe the Roadless Rule prohibitions on timber harvest and road 
construction can be adjusted in a manner that "meaningfully addresses local economic and development 
concerns".31 However, because the timber industry makes up a small percentage of the Alaskan economy, 
there does not appear to be a legitimate need to further develop the Tongass for timber harvest. As Figure 3.2-
3 in the DEIS demonstrates, the timber industry makes up a small fraction of the natural-resource based 
employment sector. 32 The industry this entire DEIS process seeks to assist does not appear to be viable over 
the long term. 
 
Indeed, it appears that the logging currently occurring in Southeast Alaska is struggling to make a profit. The 
USFS has been attempting to organize timber sales on North Kuiu Island, which comes at the expense of 
taxpayer dollars.33 However, the USFS reportedly failed twice to solicit any bids on the sale in North Kuiu due 
to the high costs and far distances to market.34 Additionally, the USFS does not seem to be appropriately 
conducting the timber sales that do manage to receive bids. The USFS was recently prohibited from 
proceeding with the sale of old-growth spruce and hemlock on the Prince of Wales Island.35 The U.S. District 
Court for the District of Alaska determined that the USFS had failed to identify specific areas that would be 
logged, and the agency did "not fully explain to the public how or where actual timber activities will affect 
localized habitats." 
 
If the purpose and need of the agency action includes the "economic situation found in and around the 
Tongass", the economic analysis in the DEIS must necessarily include consideration of the economic impact of 
forest ecosystems services. Natural forest ecosystems provide a significant benefit to human health and 
livelihood and the USFS should assess the economic value of these ecosystem services as part of its 
assessment of "local economic concerns". 36 As discussed further 
 
30 Forest Service Handbook, National Environmental Policy Act Handbook 1909.15, Chapter 20- 
 
Environmental Impact Statements and Related Documents at 10,  
https://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/dughtml/fsh1000.html 
 
31 DEIS at 1-4. 
 
32 DEIS at 3-27. 



 
33 DEIS at 3-32. 
 
34 Buck Lindekugel, Taxpayer dollars wasted trying to sell Tongass old growth - the North Kuiu Timber 
 
Sale, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council (June 13, 2018),  
https://www.seacc.org/taxpayer_dollars_wasted_trying_to_sell_tongass_old_growth 
 
35 Se. Alaska Conservation Council v. United States Forest Serv., No. 1:19-cv-00006-SLG, 2019 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 161639, 49 ELR 20155, 2019 WL 4602809 (D. Alaska Sep. 23, 2019). 
 
36 See Douglas J. Krieger, The Economic Value of Forest Ecosystem Services: A Review, The Wilderness 
 
Society (March 2001), 
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below, carbon storage is a vital ecosystem service the Tongass provides, in addition to water quality control, 
soil stabilization, and overall air quality benefits. "Recognizing forest ecosystems as natural assets with 
economic and social value can help promote conservation and more responsible decision-making."37 The 
removal of these essential services will certainly come at a high cost to both the local economy and, more 
broadly, the nation's economy.38 
 
Overall, it appears that the timber industry, particularly in the Tongass, is struggling to demonstrate its 
continuing viability and necessity. The USFS has placed a disproportionately strong emphasis on bolstering 
traditional resource extraction while discounting the economic benefits of recreation and tourism, which 
includes fish and wildlife values. Agencies such as the USFS must thoroughly review the factors relevant to the 
definition of purpose and should take into account the needs and goals of the parties involved.39 Here, the 
agency appears to assume the need for the project simply because the State of Alaska has submitted a 
petition. Blind acceptance of a project proponent's goals, without consideration of context, is contrary to NEPA 
requirements. 
 
b. The "Key Issue" Framework is Too Narrow 
 
Because project alternatives derive from the agency's stated purpose and need, the goal of a project 
necessarily dictates the range of reasonable alternatives.40 The scope of alternatives analysis depends on the 
underlying purpose and need specified by the agency, as the purpose and need statement is intended to 
narrow the range of alternatives.41 While agencies have discretion when defining the purpose and need of a 
project, their discretion is not unlimited and an agency cannot define its objectives in unreasonably narrow 
terms, such that the outcome is preordained. 42 
 
The purpose and need of this DEIS asserts that the NEPA-required alternatives in the proposal are analyzed 
through the lens of three key issues: (1) conserve roadless area characteristics; (2) support local and regional 
socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across 
multiple economic sectors; and (3) conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity.43 While 
these issues include some helpful points of analysis, as a whole, this framework unreasonably narrows the 
scope of the entire DEIS analysis by failing to prioritize essential environmental considerations. 
 
https://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/Resources/Conservation/FireForestEcology/ForestEconomics/Ecosyst 
emServices.pdf 
 
37 Ecosystem Services, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.fed.us/ecosystemservices/ 
 
38 David C. Holzman, Accounting for Nature's Benefits: The Dollar Value of Ecosystem Services, 120 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH PERSPECTIVES (April 2012), https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.120-a152 
 



39 Citizens Against Burlington, Inc. v. Busey, 938 F.2d 190, 290 U.S. App. D.C. 371 (D.C. Cir. 1991). 
 
40 City of Carmel-by-the-Sea v. United States DOT, 123 F.3d 1142 (9th Cir Nov. 13, 1995). 
 
41 Supra note 30. 
 
42 Supra note 40. 
 
43 DEIS at 1-5. 
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The most glaring miscalculation of the "key issue" framework is its failure to prioritize climate change analysis. 
NEPA demands the United States "fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the environment 
for succeeding generations."44 The United States Supreme Court has held that "the thrust of [NEPA] is ... that 
environmental concerns be integrated into the very process of agency decision-making."45 Given the 
magnitude of global warming, these environmental concerns must include a robust analysis of climate change. 
Yet here, "Climate and Carbon" is considered outside of the key issue framework. Rather, it is relegated to an 
8-page analysis under "Other Important Issues".46 
 
Because the purpose and need statement frames the entire DEIS, the omission of climate change as a "key 
issue" to be addressed through the proposal places an artificial sideboard on the agency's NEPA analysis. 
Damage to the U.S. economy is growing with temperature change at an increasing rate.47 As discussed further 
below, increased removal of Tongass trees will destroy an essential tool to help the planet combat climate 
change. "The signature effects of human-induced climate change[mdash]rising seas, increased damage from 
storm surge, more frequent bouts of extreme heat[mdash]all have specific, measurable impacts on our nation's 
current assets and ongoing economic activity."48 Scientists are discovering the ways that climate change is 
leading to higher health and energy costs. Additionally, the property and agriculture damage being caused by 
climate change will necessarily come at a high price. 
 
The Fourth National Climate Assessment provides a detailed picture of how communities across the country 
will feel the economic burden of climate change impacts. The report finds that without substantial and sustained 
global mitigation and regional adaptation efforts, climate change is expected to cause growing losses to 
American infrastructure and property and impede the rate of economic growth over this century.49 Patagonia's 
businesses[mdash]including its apparel, food, and other businesses[mdash]require a thriving market of 
consumers. Patagonia will sustain substantial economic harm as a result of the climate change impacts 
shrinking GDP. Specifically, the report finds that industries depending on natural resources and favorable 
climate conditions are 
 
44 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4331(b)(1). 
 
45 Andrus v. Sierra Club, 442 U.S. 347, 99 S. Ct. 2335, 60 L. Ed. 2d 943 (1979). 
 
46 DEIS at 3-121. 
 
47 Ryan Nunn, Jimmy O'Donnell, Jay Shambaugh, Lawrence H. Goulder, Charles D. Kolstad, and Xianling 
Long, Ten Facts about the Economics of Climate Change and Climate Policy, The Hamilton Project and 
 
the Stanford Institute for Economic Policy Research (October 2019),  
https://www.brookings.edu/research/ten-facts-about-the-economics-of-climate-change-and-climate-policy/ 
 
48 Risky Business National Report: The Economic Risks of Climate Change in the United States, The Risky 
Business Project (June 2014), https://riskybusiness.org/report/national/ 
 
49 USGCRP, 2018: Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth National Climate Assessment, 
Volume II: Report-in-Brief [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, K.L.M. Lewis, T.K. 



Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 186 pp. 
doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.RiB 
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vulnerable to the growing impacts of climate change.50 As a company focused primarily on providing clothing 
and gear for outdoor activities such as climbing, skiing, fishing, surfing, hiking, and biking, this will directly harm 
Patagonia's ability to conduct its business. 
 
The purpose and need statement must be revised to include the impacts of climate change as a Key Issue 
moving forward. 
 
V. The No Action Alternative is the Only Viable Alternative 
 
The heart of an EIS is its exploration of possible alternatives to the action an agency wishes to pursue. In 
addition to specifying the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding, an agency preparing 
an EIS must rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives.51 Pursuant to NEPA, 
agencies must take responsibility for defining the objectives of an action and then provide legitimate 
consideration to alternatives that fall between the obvious extremes.52 
 
Because the Roadless Rule protections are essential to ensure the long-term preservation of the Tongass and 
its resources, Alternative 1 should be adopted by the USFS. For the reasons set forth in this comment, the 
entirety of the 9.2 million acres of IRA should continue management pursuant to the Roadless Rule by 
prohibiting tree harvest, road construction, and road reconstruction. As stated in the final 2001 Roadless Rule 
Federal Register publication, road construction and timber harvest in IRAs have the greatest likelihood of 
altering and fragmenting IRA landscapes, which would result in immediate and long-term loss of roadless area 
values and characteristics.53 
 
While Alternative 2 purports to increase the geographic scope of roadless area designation by including 
additional acres as Alaska Roadless Acres, this alternative would add logging opportunities to areas that have 
been "substantially altered as identified by prior road construction or timber harvest". This extension to these 
areas, known as "roaded roadless" areas, would create a slippery slope of the expansion of logging and road 
construction. 
 
Alternative 3 would take the logging opportunities in substantially-altered roadless areas provided in Alternative 
2 one step further by extending the boundaries of those areas to "logical end points of existing road and timber 
harvest systems". Again, these extensions are a nonviable alternative as they create an expansion of 
development. 
 
Alternative 4 would add a substantial amount of land to be managed as a roadless management category 
called Roadless Priority. According to the Proposed Rule, Roadless Priority would be less restrictive than the 
Roadless Rule, which would include allowing for road construction for access to renewable energy and 
leasable minerals. The "leasable minerals" exception would include geothermal, oil, gas, and/or coal 
development. This classification, clearly 
 
50 Id. 
 
51 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.13, 1502.14; Hammond v. Norton, 370 F. Supp. 2d 226 (DDC May 13, 2005). 
 
52 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14; N.M. ex rel. Richardson v. BLM, 565 F.3d 683 (10th Cir. 2009). 
 
53 66 Fed. Reg. 3,243 (January 12, 2001). 
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motivated by the Trump administration's "energy dominance" agenda, is counterintuitive to the preservation of 
natural resources.54 Further, Alternative 4 would add a Timber Priority management category that would allow 
for timber harvest and road construction. 
 
Because Alternatives 4 and 5 would convert a significant number of IRAs into Roadless Priority acres which 
would be less restrictive than Roadless Rule protections, these Alternatives are both nonviable options. And 
finally, Alternative 6 (the "Preferred Alternative") would remove all 9.2 million acres of IRA in the Tongass from 
the roadless designation. This Preferred Alternative completely fails to offer reasonable protections to the 
pristine forest landscape. 
 
Roadless areas are areas where high-quality intact habitat exists and ecosystems function with all their native 
species and components. Further, these areas serve as habitat for threatened, endangered, proposed, 
candidate, and sensitive species, all of which are dependent on large undisturbed areas of land for their 
survival. As such, Alternative 1 is the only alternative that would reasonably allow these necessary habitats to 
remain intact. 
 
VI. Administrative Changes to the 2016 Forest Plan 
 
In the Petition submitted by the State of Alaska to Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue, the state requested 
that the USDA direct the USFS to commence a new amendment to the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan (the "2016 Forest Plan").55 However, instead of an amendment to the 2016 Forest Plan, the 
Proposed Rule would direct the Tongass Forest Supervisor to provide notice of an "administrative change" 
concerning lands that were deemed unsuitable in the 2016 Forest Plan solely due to the application of the 
Roadless Rule. As such, the Proposed Rule would change the designation of IRAs "not suitable" for harvest to 
"suitable," through an "administrative change" rather than an amendment. The Proposed Rule Federal Register 
publication describes this exception as "minor". However, this administrative change procedure side steps 
public involvement by making a substantial plan revision without proper review. 
 
Administrative changes to these types of plans are permissible for matters and do not amount to a plan 
amendment or plan revision. 56 However, these changes can hardly be said to be minor, since they would 
open thousands of forest acres for logging. Forest plan revisions are necessary when conditions on a plan 
have changed significantly.57 As such, the USFS should not be permitted to make such an informal 
"administrative change" to the Forest Plan without more public involvement. 
 
54 Executive Order 13783 of March 28, 2017, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, 82 Fed. 
Reg. 16093 (March 31, 2017). 
 
55 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application 
 
of the Roadless Rule and Other Actions (January 19, 2018),  
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4406959.pdf 
 
56 36 C.F.R. 219.13. 
 
57 36 C.F.R. 219.7. 
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VII. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Consider the Impacts of Excluding the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
a. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Assess Climate Change Impacts 
 
Despite climate change being the most significant environmental impact of our time, the DEIS fails to make any 
significant analysis of how exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule will contribute to climate change 
and, in turn, analyze how those additions to climate change will impact the United States, including impacts 



beyond Alaska. A proper analysis would consider how climate change is already pressuring the resources 
within the forest, which would be compounded by additional development. NEPA requires that the DEIS clearly 
present information and analyze the environmental consequences that form the scientific and analytic basis for 
consideration of reasonable alternatives.58 Further, given the important role the Tongass plays in managing 
climate change impacts, a proper analysis would make a more robust analysis of how additional loss of the 
forest would ultimately contribute to climate change impacts. 
 
Although the DEIS includes analysis pertaining to the environmental consequences of each alternative on old-
growth forest ecosystems and old-growth habitat conservation, the DEIS analysis of "Climate and Carbon" fails 
to fully analyze the environmental consequences of each alternative as it pertains to climate change 
contribution. The impact of GHG emissions on climate change is precisely the kind of cumulative impacts 
analysis that NEPA requires agencies to conduct.59 For the reasons set forth below, the DEIS has failed to 
adequately consider the effects of climate change and, as such, an essential piece of the NEPA analysis is 
missing. 
 
i. Climate Change Is the Most Significant Environmental Impact of Our Time 
 
An EIS must contain a full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts, and the impacts must be 
discussed in proportion to their significance. 60 Climate change is the most significant environmental impact of 
our time. Despite the significance of this global crisis, the DEIS only dedicates an 8-page section to "Carbon 
and Climate", an analysis that is completely disproportional to the gravity of the rapid environmental changes. 
 
Human influence on climate has been the dominant cause of observed warming since the mid-20th century, 
according to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change ("IPCC") Fifth Assessment Report.61 "Human 
activities are estimated to have caused approximately 1.0[deg]C of global warming above pre-industrial levels, 
with a likely range of 0.8[deg]C to 1.2[deg]C. Global warming 
 
58 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.14, 1502.16. 
 
59 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat'l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 
 
60 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1502.1 and 1502.2(b); 42 U.S.C. [sect][sect] 4332(C)(i) and (ii). 
 
61 IPCC, 2014: Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Core Writing Team, R.K. Pachauri and 
L.A. Meyer (eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland, 151 pp. 
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is likely to reach 1.5[deg]C between 2030 and 2052 if it continues to increase at the current rate."62 According 
to the IPCC, "[w]arming of the climate system is unequivocal, and since the 1950s, many of the observed 
changes are unprecedented over decades to millennia. The atmosphere and ocean have warmed, the amounts 
of snow and ice have diminished, and sea level has risen."63 According to the Fourth National Climate 
Assessment published by the U.S. Global Change Research Program, "More frequent and intense extreme 
weather and climate-related events, as well as changes in average climate conditions, are expected to continue 
to damage infrastructure, ecosystems, and social systems that provide essential benefits to communities." 64 
 
Climate change is upon us. We can see it and experience it in the world around us on a daily basis. A cloud of 
smog above the Los Angeles sky line, rising sea levels, increased prices at the grocery store due to a 
struggling global agricultural supply, dying coral reefs, historic highs in forest fire rates in the western United 
States, super storms ripping across the globe. The global population can no longer afford to treat climate 
change like a potential future threat. Rather, we must recognize the harm that has already been done to our 
planet and combat future harms, which involve drastic and immediate action to protect the vital resources we 
have left. 
 
Observations from around the world are showing the widespread effects of increasing GHG concentrations on 
Earth's climate. Years of scientific research, carefully collected data, and environmental observations have 



accumulated to resoundingly confirm that climate change is the most significant environmental impact of our 
time. 
 
With its business headquarters located right along the California coast, Patagonia is particularly susceptible to 
feeling the profoundly negative effects of climate change.65 Climate change contributes to a shortening of 
California's rainy season, which also further extends wild fire season. 66 In 2016 alone, more than 67,000 
wildfires burned over 5.5 million acres in the U.S., an area equivalent to the size of New Jersey. 67 "If global 
warming continues on pace, the models 
 
62 IPCC, 2018: Summary for Policymakers. In: Global warming of 1.5[deg]C. An IPCC Special Report on the 
impacts of global warming of 1.5[deg]C above pre-industrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission 
pathways, in the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate change, sustainable 
development, and efforts to eradicate poverty [V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, H. O. P[ouml]rtner, D. Roberts, J. 
Skea, P. R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W. Moufouma-Okia, C. P[eacute]an, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J. B. R. Matthews, 
Y. Chen, X. Zhou, M. I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor, T. Waterfield (eds.)]. World Meteorological 
Organization, Geneva, Switzerland, 32 pp. 
 
63 Supra note 61. 
 
64 Supra note 49. 
 
65 See the most recent fall 2019 fires, including the Kincade, Hillside, Getty, and Maria Fires, some of which 
occurred mere miles from Patagonia's headquarters: California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection, 
https://www.fire.ca.gov/incidents/2019/ 
 
66 Dana Nuccitelli, The many ways climate change worsens California wildfires, Yale Climate Change 
Connections (November 13, 2018), https://www.yaleclimateconnections.org/2018/11/the-many-ways-climate-
change-worsens-california-wildfires/ 
 
67 Leah Burrows, From sea to rising sea: Climate change in America, Harvard John A. Paulson School of 
Engineering and Applied Sciences (September 13, 2017), https://www.seas.harvard.edu/content/from-sea-to-
rising-sea-climate-change-in-america 
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predict that by 2050 the wildfire season in the western U.S. will be about three weeks longer, twice as smoky, 
and will burn more area."68 According to a recent analysis conducted by the Washington Post, the average 
temperature in Ventura County has increased by 4.7[deg]F since preindustrial times, making Ventura the 
fastest warming county in the Lower 48 states.69 
 
In addition to the increased risk of drought and wildfires, coastal states like California will experience the effects 
of sea level rise, increased coastal flooding, and ultimately coastal erosion. Approximately 85% of California's 
population live and work in coastal counties, which includes Ventura, California.70 "In the next several 
decades, warming produced by climate model simulations indicates that sea level rise could substantially 
exceed the rate experienced during modern human development along the California coast and estuaries."71 
As such, the Ventura River Estuary located adjacent to Ventura poses an increasingly imminent threat to the 
entire community, including the Patagonia Works headquarters. 
 
According to the National Ocean Service, sea level can rise by two different mechanisms with respect to 
climate change. "First, as the oceans warm due to an increasing global temperature, seawater 
expands[mdash]taking up more space in the ocean basin and causing a rise in water level. The second 
mechanism is the melting of ice over land, which then adds water to the ocean." 72 Studies conducted by the 
U.S. Geological Survey ("USGS") show that with sea level rise ranging from about 1.5 feet to 6.6 feet by 2100, 
bluff tops along nearly 300 miles of Southern California coasts could lose an average of 62 to 135 feet by 2100, 
and much more in some areas. 73 Patagonia's headquarters in Ventura is located less than half a mile from the 
coast, directly in harm's way. 
 



Not only is Patagonia's brick and mortar home at risk due to climate change, the foundation of its business is 
too. For example, a recent study assessed the potential climate change impacts to recreational freshwater 
fishing across the coterminous U.S. The study found that higher air temperatures and, to a lesser extent, 
changes in streamflow, will alter fish habitat, resulting in a decline in more desirable recreational fish species 
and a shift toward less desirable warm-water fisheries.74 A significant portion of Patagonia customers utilize 
Patagonia products for outdoor 
 
68 Id. 
 
69 Scott Wilson, Fires, floods and free parking: California's unending fight against climate change, The 
Washington Post (December 5, 2019), https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/2019/national/climate-
environment/climate-change-california/ 
 
70 Climate Change Impacts in California, State of California Department of Justice Xavier Becerra Attorney 
General, https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact 
 
71 D.R. Cayan, P.D. Bromirski, K. Hayhoe et al., Climate change projections of sea level extremes along the 
California coast, 87 CLIMATIC CHANGE, at 57 (2008), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9376-7 
 
72 How is sea level rise related to climate change?, NOAA National Ocean Service, 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/sealevelclimate.html 
 
73 Sea Level Rise Could Double Erosion Rates of Southern California Coastal Cliffs, United States 
Geographical Survey (July 9, 2018), https://www.usgs.gov/news/sea-level-rise-could-double-erosion-rates-
southern-california-coastal-cliffs 
 
74 Rhodium Group LLC, 2014: American Climate Prospectus: Economic Risks in the United States, Prepared 
as input to the Risky Business Project Rhodium Group, New York, NY, 201 pp. http://www. impactlab.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/10/ AmericanClimateProspectus_v1.2.pdf citing D. Lane, R. 
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activities, including fishing in the Tongass. A decline in more desirable recreational fish species as a result of 
climate change will directly harm Patagonia through both its customer base and its organizational conservation 
mission. For more on fish and recreation impact, see Sections VII (b) and (c) below. 
 
In addition to the broader national effects of climate change, disturbing observations of a warming climate are 
also experienced more locally in Southeast Alaska. As part of the Arctic, Alaska is on the front lines of climate 
change and is among the fastest warming regions on Earth. It is warming faster than any other state, and it 
faces a myriad of issues associated with a changing climate.75 As the climate continues to warm, average 
annual temperatures in Alaska are projected to increase an additional 2 to 4[deg]F by the middle of this 
century.76 Further, even though total annual precipitation and frequency of winter floods are likely to increase 
in Southeast Alaska, decreasing snowpack will decrease the amount of water available for spawning salmon in 
the summertime.77 
 
As a coastal state, the impact climate change plays on ocean health is also an important consideration in 
assessing the health of the Tongass. Studies indicate that rapidly rising GHG concentrations are driving ocean 
systems toward conditions not seen for millions of years, with an associated risk of fundamental and 
irreversible ecological transformation.78 The oceans are the main store of carbon dioxide ("CO2") and are 
estimated to have taken a large portion of anthropogenic-sourced CO2 from the atmosphere since the 
beginning of the industrial revolution, when humans began to burn massive amounts of fossil fuel, cut down 
swaths of CO2-consuming forests, and engage in a variety of other CO2-producing activities.79 As the ocean 
continues to shoulder the GHG burden, it comes at a grave cost: ocean warming. Some studies suggest that 
increases in sea temperature and changing ocean currents may lead to a reduction in the uptake of CO2 by the 
ocean. This will necessarily mean that forests like the Tongass will have to shoulder the burden of absorbing 
more CO2, making the preservation of these resources even more vital to the preservation of the atmosphere. 
 



Jones, D. Mills, C. Wobus, R.C. Ready, R.W. Buddemeier, and H. Hosterman, Climate change impacts on 
freshwater fish, coral reefs, and related ecosystem services in the United States, 15 CLIMATIC CHANGE 
(2014), doi:10.1007/s10584- 014-1107-2 
 
75 Markon, C., S. Gray, M. Berman, L. Eerkes-Medrano, T. Hennessy, H. Huntington, J. Littell, M. McCammon, 
R. Thoman, and S. Trainor, 2018: Alaska. In Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth 
National Climate Assessment, Volume II [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, K.L.M. 
Lewis, T.K. Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 
pp. 1185-1241. doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.CH26 
 
76 Climate Impacts in Alaska, Environmental Protection Agency 
 
https://19january2017snapshot.epa.gov/climate-impacts/climate-impacts-alaska_.html 
 
77 Christopher J. Sergeant, Future Challenges for Salmon and the Freshwater Ecosystems of Southeast 
Alaska, National Park Service (June 8, 2018), https://www.nps.gov/articles/aps-17-1-6.htm 
 
78 Ove Hoegh-Guldberg and John F. Bruno, The Impact of Climate Change on the World's Marine 
 
Ecosystems, 328 SCIENCE, at 1523-1528 (June 18, 2010),  
https://science.sciencemag.org/content/328/5985/1523 
 
79 Philip C. Reid et al., Chapter 1 Impacts of the Oceans on Climate Change, 56 ADVANCES IN MARINE 
BIOLOGY, at 1-150 (2009), https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2881(09)56001-4 
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Ocean warming is accompanied by ocean acidification, which refers to a reduction in the pH of the ocean over 
an extended period caused primarily by the uptake of CO2 from the atmosphere, which causes a variety of 
chemical changes in seawater. 80 "Ocean acidification is now happening at a faster rate than at any point in 
the last 66 million years, and possibly in the last 300 million years. And projections show that by the end of this 
century, ocean surface waters could be more than twice as acidic as they were at the end of last century if we 
do not reduce our carbon emissions."81 
 
Given the extensive scientific data about the immediate and growing impacts of climate change, any EIS 
prepared under NEPA must carefully and thoroughly consider all aspects of climate change impacts. This 
should include both a rich discussion of how climate change is impacting the resources within the forest in 
addition to a discussion of how the proposed alternatives would contribute to climate change. 
 
The DEIS fails in this regard, offering only an abbreviated analysis that fails to fully account for the harsh 
impact climate change has brought and will bring to the Tongass. In discussing the impact of the alternatives, 
the DEIS avoids any meaningful analysis by repeatedly belaboring that there are uncertainties regarding the 
scope of climate change and the effects it will impose on the forests in Southeast Alaska.82 However, this 
should not excuse the USFS from engaging in a more forthcoming global warming analysis. 
 
Without a thorough and proper analysis of how climate change impacts the Tongass, and the IRAs in particular, 
the DEIS has failed to consider how climate change is likely to modify conditions of each alternative. 
 
ii. Tongass Old Growth Is Essential to Combat Climate Change 
 
In addition to failing to fully analyze how severely climate change impacts the Tongass, the DEIS also fails to 
adequately assess how the Action Alternatives, particularly the Preferred Alternative, will contribute to climate 
change themselves. 
 
The Tongass is home to some of the oldest trees on earth, many dating back more than 800 years. Spruce, 
cedar, and western hemlock trees stretch more than 200 feet into the sky and reach nearly 12 feet in diameter 



at chest level. 83 One key characteristic of old-growth stands is that they include trees of multiple ages and 
sizes, from seedlings and saplings to pole-sized trees to trees 
 
80 What is Ocean Acidification?, NOAA National Ocean Science, 
 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/acidification.html 
 
81 CO2 and Ocean Acidification: Causes, Impacts, Solutions, Union of Concerned Scientists (January 30, 
2019), https://www.ucsusa.org/resources/co2-and-ocean-acidification 
 
82 See DEIS at 3-126 - 128. 
 
83 Lindsay Seventko, Discover 5 of America's Old-Growth Forests, American Forests (June 16, 2016), 
https://www.americanforests.org/blog/discover-5-of-americas-old-growth-forests/ 
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many centuries old. 84 These massive old-growth trees are an essential resource in a world being increasingly 
overcome by the massive influx in GHG emissions. 
 
The Tongass acts as a buffer against climate change, absorbing according to some estimates around 8% of 
the nation's annual global warming pollution and storing an estimated 10-12 percent of all carbon in our 
national forests. The sequestered carbon is stored in live woody tissues and slowly decomposing organic 
matter in soil. Old-growth forests, therefore, serve as a global carbon sink.85 "Old-growth forests are very 
effective at trapping climate-warming greenhouse gas like carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and 
storing[mdash]or 'sequestering'[mdash]it. The underlying soil absorbs some of that heat-trapping gas as well, 
making forests major carbon sinks and an increasingly big part of the discussion when we talk about how to 
stem the tide of global warming."86 
 
Keeping these forest carbon sinks intact and undeveloped using policies like the Roadless Rule is a key part of 
any comprehensive plan to confront climate change. The Proposed Rule Federal Register publication itself 
identifies that the USFS manages the National Forest Service to "maintain and enhance the quality of the 
environment to meet the Nation's current and future needs." The nation, and more broadly the world, currently 
relies on the carbon sink provided by the forest, and will rely on it even more in the future as oceans warm and 
temperatures rise. These natural resources are not limitless. Given the increasing pressure climate change is 
placing on forests, it is essential that the USFS to maintain protections of young-growth and especially old-
growth, which includes the Roadless Rule. 
 
Not only does the DEIS offer lackluster effort to account for how the Tongass protects against climate change, 
the "Climate and Carbon" analysis goes as far as providing misleading information, according to some 
scientists. In the cumulative effects of climate change and carbon sequestration, the DEIS states, "Potential 
negative effects on the Tongass may be ameliorated and may be completely reversed with time, reducing or 
eliminating potential negative cumulative effects on carbon and climate. Carbon emitted during the initial 
implementation of the management actions (e.g., harvest) would have a temporary influence on atmospheric 
carbon concentrations, because carbon would be removed from the atmosphere over time following 
management as the forest regrows."87 
 
However, Beverly Law, an Oregon State University professor cited in the DEIS, points out that some old-growth 
trees in the Tongass are more than a thousand years old, so it would take a 
 
84 David Albert, John Schoen, Melanie Smith, and Nathan Walker, Old-Growth & Second-Growth Forest, 
Ecological Atlas of Southeast Alaska at 51, Alaska Audubon (2016), 
https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/ecological-atlas-southeast-alaska 
 
85 Sebastiaan Luyssaert et al., Old-growth forests as global carbon sinks, 455 NATURE, at 213-215 (2008), 
doi:10.1038/nature07276 
 



86 Why it's important to keep the wildest forests free of roads and logging, The Wilderness Society (November 
12, 2019), https://www.wilderness.org/articles/blog/why-its-important-keep-wildest-forests-free-roads-and-
logging 
 
87 DEIS at 3-127. 
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very long time for the forest to regain such a huge amount of carbon.88 Although young growth will assist in 
mitigating the loss of older trees, this regrowth could take centuries, leaving the environment short on essential 
carbon sequestration forestation in a time where the planet is desperately trying to stay ahead of the curve to 
prevent climate damage. The earth cannot afford to wait centuries for the reemergence of young growth. 
 
The USFS's failure to provide forthcoming information on the true impact the Action Alternatives would have on 
carbon emissions, changes in forest carbon stocks, carbon sequestration, and global climate change is a fatal 
flaw of the DEIS environmental analysis. A genuine substantive analysis of how the Action Alternatives will 
impact climate change is required under NEPA's obligation to consider every significant aspect of the 
environmental impact of the agency's proposed action. 
 
iii. The Action Alternatives Will Contribute to Climate Change 
 
Despite the importance of old growth as a vital carbon sink, due to devastating logging practices that utilized a 
technique of clear-cutting full forest areas, Tongass has lost at least half of its old growth forest since the 
1950s, which are some of the more important areas for ecological integrity and wildlife.89 Not only will the 
removal of essential old-growth trees contribute to climate change by eliminating essential carbon sinks, the 
practice of logging itself will decrease the forest's ability to store carbon in addition to producing carbon 
emissions of its own. 
 
According to NASA, 97% or more of actively publishing climate scientists agree that climate-warming trends 
over the past century are extremely likely due to human activities.90 Science confirms that a dominant cause of 
climate change is GHG emissions produced by human activities, including CO2 and methane. Studies show 
that roughly half of the cumulative anthropogenic carbon dioxide emissions between 1750 and 2011 have 
occurred in the last 40 years.91 GHG from human activities are the most significant driver of observed climate 
change since the mid-20th century.92 
 
When forests are cleared or burnt, stored carbon is released into the atmosphere, mainly as CO2. Global loss 
of tropical forests has contributed a significant amount of CO2 back into the 
 
88 Adam Aton, Experts Dispute Trump Administration's Rationale for Alaska Logging, E&E News (October 22, 
2019), https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/experts-dispute-trump-administrations-rationale-for-alaska-
logging/ 
 
89 Conserving Old-Growth Ecosystems in the Tongass National Forest, Audubon Alaska, 
http://www.audubon.org/sites/default/files/documents/conserving_old-
growth_ecosystems_in_the_tongass_national_forest.pdf 
 
90 Scientific Consensus: Earth's Climate is Warming, NASA Global Climate Change, 
https://climate.nasa.gov/scientific-consensus/ 
 
91 Supra note 61. 
 
92 IPCC, 2013: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker, T.F., D. Qin, G.-K. Plattner, 
M. Tignor, S.K. Allen, J. Boschung, A. Nauels, Y. Xia, V. Bex and P.M. Midgley (eds.)]. Cambridge University 
Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, 1535 pp. 
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atmosphere. Industrial logging results in a large loss of forest carbon storage, and a substantial overall 
increase in carbon emissions that can take decades to recapture with regrowth. Logging also destroys a forest 
ecosystem's ability to provide natural protections to forest inhabitants against extreme weather events. When 
forests are logged, the carbon that was stored in the trees and soil is released into the atmosphere. Further, 
removing trees eliminates portions of the forest canopy, which blocks the sun's rays during the day and retains 
heat at night. That disruption leads to more extreme temperature swings which, in turn, can be harmful to 
plants and animals. 
 
The agency appears to cloak itself in the assertion that no "additional" road building or timber harvest will occur 
as a result of the Action Alternatives. But, the agency's efforts to remove Roadless Rule protections is 
ultimately an attempt to facilitate access to additional areas within the Tongass to remove trees. There would 
be no reason to proceed with any exemption but for the fact that new roads will reduce the costs associated 
with logging marginal areas and increase the rate of deforestation.93 At a bare minimum, the agency must 
evaluate the climatological impacts of the additional loss of trees attributable to these factors. 
 
b. The DEIS Does Not Provide Sufficient Consideration of How the Alternatives 
 
Would Impact Tongass Fish Populations and Their Habitats 
 
As stated in the DEIS, the abundant aquatic system of the Tongass provides spawning and rearing habitats for 
most fish produced in Southeast Alaska, and maintenance of the habitat and the associated high-quality water 
is a focal point of public, state, and federal natural resource agencies, as well as user groups.94 Along with its 
vast woods, the Tongass features miles of pristine creeks, rivers, and lakes, including important salmon-
spawning streams. The forest also houses wetlands, alpine tundra, mountains, and glaciers that host an 
abundance of water features. The rich and abundant Tongass serves as a habitat to several important kinds of 
fish including five species of salmon [mdash]Chinook, coho, sockeye, pink, and chum[mdash] and several 
varieties of trout and steelhead. 
 
Indeed, the Tongass is the nation's top salmon-producing forest. While all fish that inhabit the Tongass are 
important biologically and recreationally, the pacific salmon populations play an essential role in Alaska's 
marine ecosystem and are a valuable recreational resource as well.95 Salmon bring marine nutrients inland 
and provide an important food resource for a variety of animals which, in turn, increases the productivity of 
nearby plants and forests. Salmon also provide the forest with fertilizer, making them an important resource for 
tree growth. Further, fish that decay within streams release valuable nutrients which then fertilize the water that 
feeds the developing salmon. According to the Wild Salmon Center, in Southeastern Alaska, spawning salmon 
contribute up to 25% of the nitrogen in the foliage of trees, resulting in tree growth rates 
 
93 Hermann Gucinski, Michael J. Furniss, Robert R. Ziemer, and Martha H. Brooks, Forest Roads, A Synthesis 
of Scientific Information, U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-509, 
Portland, OR, Pacific Northwest Research Station (May 2001). 
 
94 DEIS at 3-109. 
 
95 Salmon Research in Alaska, NOAA Fisheries, https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/alaska/science-data/salmon-
research-alaska 
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nearly three-times higher than in areas without salmon spawning.96 Trees depend on salmon, and salmon 
depend on trees.97 
 
Further, the quality of the water and of the fishing experiences to be found in the Tongass make it a destination 
for anglers from all over the world. Opportunities for both freshwater and saltwater shoreline fishing for salmon 
exist near most towns and cities. 98 Additionally, angling for Southeast Alaska's cutthroat trout, steelhead, king 



and coho salmon, and halibut are world-renowned. As discussed further below, the state of Alaska receives 
millions of dollars of tourism revenue annually from recreators seeking to fish these species. 
 
However, many fish species found in the Tongass, salmon populations in particular, are dwindling across the 
globe. According to the National Park Service, the coming decades present new climate change challenges 
and it is unclear if salmon will be able to keep pace with them. 99 In Alaska specifically, Chinook salmon runs 
have been well below the long-term average.100 Pacific salmon face serious challenges from climate and 
landscape change. The largest and oldest Chinook salmon, known as "kings", are disappearing causing fishing 
operations across Southeast Alaska to dwindle. 
 
The degradation of these fish populations is especially problematic for Southeast Alaskan tribes that rely on the 
preservation of the Tongass and Tongass resources. Alaskan Native communities are often the communities 
that suffer the most due to climate change impacts and logging policies that disrupt the ecosystems that tribes 
rely on. Not only do the salmon of the forest have cultural significance to these tribes, they also depend on the 
health of this ecosystem for food security. In addition to salmon and other fisheries, tribes are often dependent 
upon additional forest resources like wildlife for hunting and berries for gathering, both of which would be 
negatively impacted by the Action Alternatives. 
 
Climate change and ocean acidification has put all the state's fisheries at risk.101 The DEIS details numerous 
effects climate change may have on fish species throughout the Tongass, and even goes as far as to suggest 
that climate change may have a positive impact on Alaskan fish species, as elevated water temperatures may 
result in faster fish growth. 102 However, research 
 
96 Guido Rahr, Why Protect Salmon, Wild Salmon Center, https://www.wildsalmoncenter.org/why-protect-
salmon/ 
 
97 Anne Post, Why Fish Need Trees and Trees Need Fish, Alaska Department of Fish and Game (November 
2008), http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=wildlifenews.view_article&articles_id=407 
 
98 Southeastern Area, Alaska Department of Fish and Game, 
 
https://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=SportByAreaSoutheast.main 
 
99 Supra note 77. 
 
100 Low Runs of Chinook Salmon in Alaska, Alaska Department of Fish and Game (June 2019), 
https://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=hottopics.lowchinookruns_info 
 
101 John Dos Passos Coggin, New report highlights Alaska's last five years of dramatic climate change, NOAA 
Climate.gov (October 15, 2019), https://www.climate.gov/news-features/understanding-climate/new-report-
highlights-alaska%E2%80%99s-last-five-years-dramatic-climate 
 
102 DEIS at 3-118. 
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shows that this "jumpstart" in freshwater doesn't necessarily benefit salmon in the long run since the native fish 
then spend more time competing with hatchery fish in the ocean.103 As such, despite the DEIS's efforts to 
place a positive spin on climate change, in reality these environmental pressures are causing fisheries 
throughout Southeast Alaska to dwindle. 
 
In addition to harm caused by climate change pressures, fisheries in the Tongass also face threats from road 
construction. Improper culvert placement at road-stream crossings can reduce or eliminate fish passage, and 
road crossings are a common migration barrier to fish.104 Additionally, road construction can block the 
migration routes that prevent fish from feeding, spawning, and accessing over-wintering areas. Stream 
crossings for roads create barriers and can reduce access to vital habitats. Human development and habitat 
degradation are causing wild salmon populations to decline. 



 
Logging and road building in the Tongass have contributed to the problem by increasing soil erosion, 
decreasing streamside trees needed by fish, and blocking fish passages used by salmon to migrate to 
spawning locations. River and stream degradation that occurs as a result of timber production adversely affects 
many other ecosystem services, like erosion control, nutrient cycling, and water regulation. 
 
Roads can facilitate the spread of harmful agents, prevent the movement of species, or be a source of 
pollution.105 Roads also impact water quality through sediment pollution.106 Sediment from construction 
activities and erosion can find its way into watersheds, which can eventually cover spawning beds, suffocate 
eggs, clog gills, and overall make it difficult for fish to survive. Further, roads directly affect natural sediment 
and hydrologic regimes by altering streamflow, sediment loading, channel morphology, channel stability, 
substrate composition, stream temperatures, water quality, and riparian conditions in a watershed.107 In 
addition to road sediment, logging practices can also increase risks to fish resources. Because fish benefit from 
forest coverage and carbon emitted from natural forest debris, any increase in the removal of these resources 
is damaging to these aquatic ecosystems.108 
 
Despite the sensitivity of these vital species and the clear dangers road building and logging would bring to 
their habitat, the DEIS provides that the overall risk to fish resources and watersheds amongst the alternatives 
is unlikely to be large or different from the current 2016 Forest 
 
103 Timothy J. Cline, Jan Ohlberger, Daniel E. Schindler, Effects of warming climate and competition in the 
ocean for life-histories of Pacific salmon, 3 NATURE ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION, at 935-942 (May 27, 2019), 
DOI: 10.1038/s41559-019-0901-7 
 
104 Supra note 93. 
 
105 Kevin Boston, The Potential Effects of Forest Roads on the Environment and Mitigating their Impacts, 
 
2 CURRENT FORESTRY REPORTS, at 215-222 (December 2016),  
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s40725-016-0044-x 
 
106 Id. 
 
107 Supra note 93. 
 
108 Deforestation starves fish, University of Cambridge (June 11, 2014), 
https://www.cam.ac.uk/research/news/deforestation-starves-fish 
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Plan's projected conditions. However, while none of the alternatives would change Forest Plan guidelines 
developed to protect fish and their habitat, the Action Alternatives would indeed provide expanded locational 
opportunities for road construction and logging. As explained in the DEIS section "Transportation, Energy, 
Communications, and Infrastructure", Alternatives 3-6 would be "expected to result in more new road miles" 
because additional logging opportunities may be provided through extending areas removed from roadless 
designation.109 
 
Further, and even more problematic, under the Preferred Alternative, the DEIS identifies that roads and logging 
are likely to penetrate much farther into currently roadless areas than under Alternatives 1, 2, or 3, resulting in 
a greater degree of fragmentation.110 As such, because this information clearly indicates that the Action 
Alternatives would create additional threats to fish habitat, the DEIS insufficiently concludes that risk to fish 
resources and watersheds is unlikely to change from the current conditions. The USFS must provide a more 
robust analysis of the environmental effects of the Action Alternatives, which would almost certainly find that 
these Alternatives are non-options given the grave dangers they will pose to the dwindling natural fish 
populations. 
 
c. The DEIS Understates the Impacts on Recreation 



 
The Tongass is a rich expanse of nearly endless recreational opportunities. Recreators travel from far and wide 
to experience pristine watersheds, untouched forest landscapes, and unique wildlife. Fishing expeditions, 
scenic hikes, bird watching, and many more outdoor activities offer visitors and local residents alike not only 
recreational pursuits, but also provides physical, emotional, and even spiritual benefits. The benefits of these 
outdoor places diminish when landscapes are littered with logging infrastructure. 
 
The visitor industry accounts for 60% of natural resource-based employment in Southeast Alaska.111 
According to the University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, "[Iin-state consumer spending related 
to outdoor recreation trips amounts to nearly $3.2 billion annually. That spending creates about 29,000 direct 
jobs, and 38,100 total jobs through a multiplier effect (indirect and induced). About one job in ten in Alaska is 
tied to trip-related outdoor recreation spending."112 The profitability of the outdoor recreation industry stands in 
stark comparison to the timber industry. The USFS's move to expand logging in the Tongass follows decades 
of the federal government subsidizing timber sales in the national forest, often amounting to millions of dollars 
per year. The USFS should not jeopardize the preservation of hundreds of thousands of acres of Tongass 
forest that provide the foundation for the lucrative recreation industry at the expense of the failing timber 
industry. 
 
109 DEIS at 3-144. 
 
110 DEIS at 3-68. 
 
111 DEIS at 3-27. 
 
112 The University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, Economic Development in Alaska: Outdoor 
Recreation Impacts and Opportunities (March 2019), https://ua-ced.org/blog/2019/3/13/outdoor-recreation-in-
alaska-impacts-and-opportunities 
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Visitors often use outfitters or guides to assist in their enjoyment of these great outdoors. For the most part, 
outfitters and guides ensure that recreational activities are conducted in a manner that protects environmental 
resources. Changes in land management have the potential to affect outfitter/guide operations that provide 
commercial recreation opportunities on the forest. As identified in the DEIS itself, "By expanding the acres 
available for harvest, Alternatives 4 to 6 could add to these potential impacts [to outfitter/guide use] by 
increasing the number and geographic extent of the acres affected."113 Not only does the destruction of the 
natural appearance of the forest deplete the areas of viable recreational opportunity, it then necessarily forces 
outfitter/guides to condense their operations, creating a crowding effect that detracts from the entire 
recreational experience sought in the first place. 
 
Because wildlife observation is an alluring recreational opportunity for visitors and locals, the Alternatives' 
impact on wildlife is also of importance in this analysis. The destruction of trees through logging practices 
removes shelter from the elements, can directly destroy homes, and changes the overall landscape animals 
inhabit. Forest ecosystems foster high levels of biodiversity which creates complex food webs that wildlife all up 
and down the food chain depend on. 
 
The DEIS states, "Timber harvest in newly opened areas and associated road construction or reconstruction 
has the potential to decrease the value of these roadless areas to wildlife through increased habitat 
fragmentation and reduced landscape connectivity."114 However, it is likely this is more than a potential 
possibility. When continuous stretches of forest are disrupted by logging, habitat is divided into smaller and 
more isolated fragments which forces wildlife into distorted, unnatural habitat formations. Studies show habitat 
fragmentation can reduce biodiversity significantly and impair key ecosystem functions by decreasing biomass 
and altering nutrient cycles.115 Fragmented populations can produce increased demographic fluctuation, 
inbreeding, loss of genetic variability, and local extinctions.116 
 
This will be especially true in the Action Alternatives, which would allow logging and road construction in more 
expansive areas of the forest. While the Action Alternatives wouldn't necessarily lead to more acres logged 



under the current 2016 Forest Plan, their effects would be far more disruptive to the natural landscapes wildlife 
depends on. Species like the Sitka black-tailed deer, black and brown bears, American martens, and Alexander 
Archipelago wolves are essential not only for the biodiversity of the Tongass, but also for the recreation 
industry that relies on wild animals. The Tongass also has the potential for occurrence of numerous threatened 
and endangered species under the Endangered Species Act, including short-tailed albatross, humpback whale, 
fin whale, sperm whale, and Steller sea lion.117 
 
113 DEIS at 3-50. 
 
114 DEIS at 3-90. 
 
115 Nick M. Haddad et al., Habitat fragmentation and its lasting impact on Earth's ecosystems, 1 SCIENCE 
ADVANCES (March 20, 2015), DOI: 10.1126/sciadv.1500052 
 
116 Supra note 93. 
 
117 DEIS Table 3.3b-1. 
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Roads can increase harassment, poaching, collisions with vehicles, and displacement of terrestrial vertebrates, 
which affect many large mammals.118 As such, not only will the removal of the Roadless Rule directly harm 
wildlife, it will also inadvertently further harm recreational pursuits as recreators have less opportunity to 
connect with nature through the observation of wildlife. 
 
DEIS Figure 3.10-1 demonstrates the increase in primitive old-growth acres that will become suitable for 
harvest under the alternatives. Even if the total volumes expected to be harvested are the same under each 
alternative, it is the extended reach of areas that will be deemed suitable for harvest under the Action 
Alternatives that creates a direct threat to recreational pursuits. By providing more suitable acres for harvest in 
deeper and more primitive stretches of the forest, these Alternatives pose a grave danger to the sanctity of the 
landscape that is essential for recreational purposes. Visitors do not travel all the way to the Tongass to see 
patches of cleared land amongst the landscape. The DEIS states that "Old-growth acres harvested in 
recreation places important for fishing and tourism would be expected to increase relative to Alternative 1."119 
This result is unacceptable. 
 
Further, the DEIS attempts to limit its analysis of environmental consequences of the alternatives on recreation 
and tourism by repeatedly asserting that actual logging locations and road development activities will vary 
depending on the timber sales carried out and, as such, it is difficult to evaluate the effects of the alternatives 
on particular groups of recreation resources.120 However, this is nothing more than a thinly veiled excuse to 
avoid disclosing the harmful effects of repealing the Roadless Rule. Regardless of where these additional 
timber sales are carried out, they will certainly devastate the natural landscape that currently exists. This will 
negatively impact recreational use, as it destroys the sanctity recreators seek. 
 
Protecting recreation areas is of particular importance to Patagonia given the industry that it serves. Without 
the preservation of wild spaces, both customers and employees will have limited opportunities to explore this 
ancient forest in its natural composition. This deprivation of recreation is a loss Patagonia cannot afford in a 
world that is increasingly scorched by the destructive force of climate change. Because the Action Alternatives 
will expand the spatial distribution of future logging activities which will necessarily degrade recreational 
opportunities, the No Action Alternative is the only viable option. 
 
VIII. Mitigation - Tongass 77 Watersheds and The Nature Conservancy/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas  
 
The Tongass 77 Watersheds ("T77 Watersheds") were identified through a comprehensive process where 
numerous organizations including the Audubon Society, The Nature Conservancy ("TNC") and Trout Unlimited, 
in consultation with federal and state biologists and various community and business stakeholder groups, 
identified the most important salmon producing 
 



118 Supra note 93. 
 
119 DEIS at 3-170. 
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watersheds that lacked watershed-scale protections.121 In addition to including valuable fish habitat, these 
areas include watersheds that capture other biological values to ensure the region will sustain a viable 
ecosystem. The conservation of these areas is essential to the ecological health of Southeast Alaska. 
 
The 2016 Forest Plan prohibits old-growth timber harvest in T77 Watersheds and TNC/Audubon Conservation 
Priority Areas. However, as demonstrated in DEIS Table 3.3c-1, suitable young growth in these areas 
increases between the Action Alternatives.122 Given the environmental and ecological importance of these 
habitats, the USFS should add mitigation measures to protect these wild spaces and mitigate the adverse 
environmental impacts young growth harvesting would impose. Mitigation is an important mechanism agencies 
can use to minimize the potential adverse environmental impacts associated with their actions.123 Patagonia 
supports the continued protection of these essential conservation areas for the health and wellbeing of delicate 
fish populations. 
 
IX. Conclusion 
 
Patagonia strongly opposes the Action Alternatives set forth in the DEIS due to their fundamental failure to 
consider and analyze the realistic impact of removing IRAs on the Tongass environment. Particularly, the 
Action Alternatives are missing a robust and necessary analysis of climate change influence. Patagonia urges 
the USFS to select Alternative 1, the only alternative that would refrain from further harming the ecological 
health of the Tongass and thus, in turn, the environmental health of the United States through the preservation 
of the essential carbon sink. The Tongass should not be exempt from the Roadless Rule. Additionally, the 
USFS should undertake further environmental analysis as it pertains to the findings of the 2016 Forest Plan. 
 
 
 
121 The Tongass 77: Protecting Southeast Alaska's Best Salmon Watersheds, The Tongass National Forest 
American Salmon Forest, http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-tongass-77-factsheet.html 
 
122 DEIS at 3-114. 
 
123 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.16(h). 
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I. Introduction  

Patagonia Works (“Patagonia”) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the 
United States Department of Agriculture (“USDA”) Forest Service’s (“USFS”) Proposed Rule 
Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska (the 
“Proposed Rule”)1 and the October 2019 Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas (“DEIS”). 

Patagonia is an outdoor-apparel company with a 40-year history of environmental activism. 
Protecting and preserving the environment is a core business tenet as reflected in the Company’s 
mission statement: “Patagonia is in business to save our home planet.” In 2012, Patagonia became 
a California benefit corporation, enshrining its blended goals of business and conservation into its 
Articles of Incorporation. Patagonia believes deeply in the urgent shared responsibility to protect 
the environment. The future of Patagonia’s business depends on the health of the wild places that 
its customers explore, which include the Tongass National Forest (the “Tongass”). 

Patagonia has spent a significant amount of time and resources fighting to protect and 
preserve the sanctity of the Tongass. Patagonia has worked diligently to support conservation 
efforts throughout the years in an effort to protect the nation’s largest national forest stretching 
across some of the most pristine landscapes in Southeast Alaska. Going back as early as the 1990s, 
Patagonia has provided grant funding totaling $197,000 to the Southeast Alaska Conservation 
Council and $185,500 to the Sitka Conservation Society, two groups that are dedicated to 
protecting the Tongass and the fish and wildlife that make the forest their home. These 
organizations also currently utilize Patagonia’s Action Works platform, which connects 
individuals to organizations working on environmental issues in their community.2 Patagonia has 
also granted Audubon Alaska $60,000 and currently has similar grants pending with the 
Wilderness Society and Women’s Earth & Climate Action Network.  

Patagonia strongly opposes the exemption of the Tongass from the essential protection of 
the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule (“Roadless Rule”). The Roadless Rule is essential for 
limiting harmful logging and road-building activity in National Forest Systems throughout the 
country. As climate change intensifies and the effects of global warming are seen more readily 
across the country, protecting the nation’s most vulnerable and essential natural resources is a top 
priority. Further, the salmon, birds, wolves, deer, and other aquatic and terrestrial wildlife living 
in and around the Tongass are under enough environmental pressures from climate change without 
the added pollution logging and road building would certainly bring to the rivers and streams that 
meander throughout this great forest.  

Not only do the fish and wildlife that inhabit the Tongass depend on the health of the forest 
ecosystem, the earth’s atmosphere depends on the health of the Tongass as it dutifully serves as a 
carbon sink, or a natural reservoir of greenhouse gas (“GHG”) carbon emissions, and thus acts as 

 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (October 17, 2019). 
2 Patagonia Action Works, https://www.patagonia.com/actionworks/about/ 
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a buffer against climate change. Any actions that facilitate or expedite the removal of timber in the 
Tongass will hinder this essential function.  

The DEIS fails to adequately account for how the repeal of the Roadless Rule would impact 
climate change, aquatic habitat, and recreational opportunities in the Tongass. For the reasons set 
forth in this comment, Alternatives 2-6 (the “Action Alternatives”) provided in the DEIS do not 
sufficiently protect Tongass natural resources, the indigenous people that rely on such resources, 
or, more broadly, the global climate. Due to these negative impacts, the Action Alternatives will 
directly injure Patagonia, its associates, and its customers. Further, Patagonia supports the full 
protection of the inventoried roadless areas (“IRA”) within the Chugach National Forest. Patagonia 
urges the USFS to adopt Alternative 1 No Action Alternative, as it is the least damaging alternative 
that will inflict relatively less harm on IRAs, the wildlife that inhabits them, and the Earth’s 
climate.3  

II. History of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass  

The Tongass, also known by the USFS as the “crown jewel” of the National Forest System, 
has origins that date back to 1902 when President Theodore Roosevelt issued a proclamation 
creating the Alexander Archipelago Forest Reserve. 4 A separate Tongass National Forest was later 
created in 1907, and both areas were officially combined in 1908. An additional proclamation, 
signed in 1909, added more Southeast lands and islands, bringing the total area of the Tongass to 
its current 16.7 million acres.5  

The Tongass is the nation’s largest national forest, covering most of Southeast Alaska and 
offering unique chances to view eagles, bears, spawning salmon, and the breath-taking vistas of 
“wild” Alaska.6 The Tongass stretches 500 miles north-to-south and includes thousands of islands, 
countless streams, lush valleys, and sprawling forests of majestic, old-growth cedar, spruce, and 
hemlock trees.7 The Tongass is home to a significant portion of the old-growth temperate rainforest 
remaining in the world, as well as the largest tracts of old-growth forest left in the United States.8 
In addition to towering species of Sitka spruce and western hemlock, the Tongass also houses 
vegetation that includes blueberries, ferns, and mosses. 

 
3 To be clear, Patagonia would prefer to see an alternative that reevaluates the levels of logging approved 
in the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan. Patagonia understands that such a proposal, 
however, is outside the scope of the analysis being conducted.  
4 History of the Tongass National Forest, The Tongass National American Salmon Forest, 
http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-history.html 
5 Id. 
6 Tongass National Forest, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/tongass/ 
7 Conservation: Tongass National Forests, Audubon Alaska, https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/tongass-
national-forest 
8 About the Tongass, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council, https://www.seacc.org/tongass 
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In order to protect this rich natural treasure and other National Forest System lands like it 
from the environmental dangers of logging and dense road infrastructure, the USFS developed the 
Roadless Rule to preserve undeveloped stretches of forest and to “provide lasting protection for 
[IRAs] within the National Forest System”.9  

The Roadless Rule has undergone a lengthy and tumultuous journey since it’s official 
introduction in 2001.10 President Clinton initially introduced the Rule in order to develop a 
comprehensive policy to protect the social and ecological values and characteristics of IRAs from 
road construction and reconstruction and certain logging activities in the National Forest System. 
Since the USFS first developed this plan to protect treasured national forests, the Rule has been 
faced with numerous challenges from both states and private interest groups. However, despite the 
persistent pushback, the Roadless Rule continues to prevail.11 Currently the Tongass is protected 
by the Roadless Rule as prescribed in the Alaska District Court’s 2011 Judgment reinstating the 
Roadless Rule on the Tongass. The perseverance of the Roadless Rule and its supporters 
demonstrates the value that courts and the nation put on protecting national forests.  

Recently, against the backdrop of the fluctuating Roadless Rule, members of both 
chambers of Congress have supported legislation that would codify the Roadless Rule through the 
Roadless Area Conservation Act.12 Representatives Diana DeGette of Colorado and Ruben 
Gallego of Arizona, as well as Senator Maria Cantwell of Washington, amongst others, have 
helped to push forward this legislative effort to protect national forest land in 39 states, which 
would include the Tongass. This proposed legislation would prevent the USFS from granting 
exemptions like the one requested by Alaska in this instance.  

Additionally, Congress has already promulgated numerous bodies of law that make it 
abundantly clear that the Nation’s Forest Systems require a variety of protections. The National 
Forest Management Act (“NFMA”), which requires the preparation of forest plans, provides that 
“the [USFS], by virtue of its statutory authority for management of the National Forest System, 
research and cooperative programs, and its role as an agency in the Department of Agriculture, has 
both a responsibility and an opportunity to be a leader in assuring that the Nation maintains a 
natural resource conservation posture that will meet the requirements of our people in 
perpetuity.”13  

More specific to the Tongass, the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act 
provides,  

 
9 Supra note 1.  
10 Timeline: The Roadless Rule, Earthjustice, https://earthjustice.org/features/timeline-of-the-roadless-rule 
11 See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep’t of Agric., 776 F.Supp.2d 960 (D. Ala. 2011) and Organized 
Village of Kake v. United States Dep’t of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th Cir. 2015). 
12 DeGette files bill to permanently protect nearly 60 million acres of national forests across the U.S., 
Congresswoman Diana DeGette (May 2, 2019), https://degette.house.gov/media-center/press-
releases/degette-files-bill-to-permanently-protect-nearly-60-million-acres-of 
13 16 U.S.C. § 1600 et seq.  
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it is the intent of Congress in this Act to preserve unrivaled scenic and geological 
values associated with natural landscapes; to provide for the maintenance of sound 
populations of, and habitat for, wildlife species of inestimable value to the citizens 
of Alaska and the Nation, including those species dependent on vast relatively 
undeveloped areas; to preserve in their natural state extensive unaltered arctic 
tundra, boreal forest, and coastal rainforest ecosystems; to protect the resources 
related to subsistence needs; to protect and preserve historic and archeological 
sites, rivers, and lands, and to preserve wilderness resource values and related 
recreational opportunities including but not limited to hiking, canoeing, fishing, and 
sport hunting, within large arctic and subarctic wildlands and on free flowing rivers; 
and to maintain opportunities for scientific research and undisturbed ecosystems.14  

Additionally, the Tongass Timber Reform Act was promulgated in order to provide protection of 
riparian habitat within the forest.15  

Overall, it is the duty of the USFS to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment 
of National Forest System lands.16 The Roadless Rule is an essential tool in ensuring the agency 
is able to protect and preserve these resources. Despite the challenges faced by the Roadless Rule 
since its introduction in 2001, it remains clear that these protections are necessary to preserve the 
abundant watersheds, rich outdoor recreation opportunities, and critical habitat that the Tongass 
generously provides. The Proposed Rule is yet another affront on Americans’ efforts to protect 
Alaska’s natural landscape.17 

III. Overview of NEPA  

The National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) was enacted in recognition of “the 
profound impact of man’s activity on the interrelations of all components of the natural 
environment, [and] ... the critical importance of restoring and maintaining environmental quality 
to the overall welfare ... of man … .”18 It “prescribes the necessary process by which federal 
agencies must take a ‘hard look’ at the environmental consequences of [their] proposed courses of 
action.”19 NEPA is intended to focus the attention of the government and the public on the likely 
environmental consequences of a proposed agency action.20 It “places upon an agency the 

 
14 16 U.S.C. § 3101 et seq. (emphasis supplied).  
15 Pub. L. No. 101–626, 104 Stat 4426 (November 28, 1990).  
16 Supra note 1.   
17 See the Bureau of Land Management’s Alaska’s Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing Program Final 
Environmental Impact Statement dated September 12, 2019; see the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Pebble 
Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated February 20, 2019; and see the Bureau of Land 
Management’s National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Integrated Activity Plan and Environmental Impact 
Statement dated November 22, 2019.  
18 42 U.S.C. § 4331.  
19 Pennaco Energy, Inc. v. U.S. Dept. of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147 (10th Cir. 2004) (internal quotations 
omitted); see also Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989).  
20 Marsh v. Oregon Natural Resources Council, 490 U.S. 360, 109 S. Ct. 1851, 104 L. Ed. 2d 377 (1989).  
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obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of the proposed action” 
and “ensures that the agency will inform the public that it has indeed considered environmental 
concerns in its decision making process.”21 The unequivocal intent of NEPA is to require agencies 
to consider and give effect to the environmental goals set forth in the Act, not just to file detailed 
impact studies which will fill governmental archives.22 

The environmental impact statement (“EIS”) is the cornerstone of NEPA. Accordingly, in 
an EIS a federal agency must: (1) “rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable 
alternatives” to the proposed action23; (2) identify and disclose to the public all direct, indirect, 
and cumulative impacts of the proposed action and each reasonable alternative24; and (3) consider 
possible mitigation measures to reduce such impacts to the environment.25 

Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) regulations implementing NEPA make clear 
that in any EIS and record of decision, “[a] monitoring and enforcement program shall be adopted 
and summarized where applicable for any mitigation.”26 CEQ regulations also state that 
“[m]itigation (§1505.2(c)) and other conditions established in the [EIS] or during its review and 
committed as part of the decision shall be implemented by the lead agency or other appropriate 
consenting agency.” To do so, CEQ explains the agency “shall: (a) Include appropriate conditions 
in grants, permits or other approvals[.]”27  

IV. The Purpose and Need Statement Does Not Comply with NEPA  

Under NEPA, an EIS must “specify the underlying purpose and need to which the agency 
is responding in proposing the alternatives including the proposed action.”28 A suitable purpose 
and need statement is critically important to the adequacy of the DEIS, as it is the foundation on 
which the analysis stands. The statement will fail if it unreasonably narrows the agency’s 
consideration of alternatives so that the outcome is preordained.29 Additionally, the USFS NEPA 
Handbook provides that the purpose and need statement must describe in detail why agency action 

 
21 Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 462 U.S. 87, 103 S. Ct. 2246, 
76 L. Ed. 2d 437 (1983) (citations omitted). 
22 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 
23 42 U.S.C. § 4332; 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. 
24 42 U.S.C. § 4332; 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.16, 1508.7 – 1508.8.  
25 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14(f). 
26 40 C.F.R. § 1505.2. 
27 40 C.F.R. § 1505.3. 
28 40 C.F.R. § 1502.13. 
29 Alaska Survival v. Surface Transp. Bd., 705 F.3d 1073 (9th Cir Jan. 23, 2013); Protect Our Cmtys. Found. 
v. Jewell, 825 F.3d 571 (9th Cir. June 7, 2016). 
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is being proposed and shall reflect the difference between the existing condition and the desired 
condition.30  

a. The Agency has Failed to Evaluate Whether There is a Need for the Proposed 
Rule Given the Suspect Economic Value of Increased Roadbuilding  

In addition to citing to the State of Alaska’s petition for rulemaking, the DEIS purpose and 
need statement also asserts that the USDA and USFS believe the Roadless Rule prohibitions on 
timber harvest and road construction can be adjusted in a manner that “meaningfully addresses 
local economic and development concerns”.31 However, because the timber industry makes up a 
small percentage of the Alaskan economy, there does not appear to be a legitimate need to further 
develop the Tongass for timber harvest. As Figure 3.2-3 in the DEIS demonstrates, the timber 
industry makes up a small fraction of the natural-resource based employment sector.32 The industry 
this entire DEIS process seeks to assist does not appear to be viable over the long term.  

Indeed, it appears that the logging currently occurring in Southeast Alaska is struggling to 
make a profit. The USFS has been attempting to organize timber sales on North Kuiu Island, which 
comes at the expense of taxpayer dollars.33 However, the USFS reportedly failed twice to solicit 
any bids on the sale in North Kuiu due to the high costs and far distances to market.34 Additionally, 
the USFS does not seem to be appropriately conducting the timber sales that do manage to receive 
bids. The USFS was recently prohibited from proceeding with the sale of old-growth spruce and 
hemlock on the Prince of Wales Island.35 The U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska 
determined that the USFS had failed to identify specific areas that would be logged, and the agency 
did “not fully explain to the public how or where actual timber activities will affect localized 
habitats.” 

If the purpose and need of the agency action includes the “economic situation found in and 
around the Tongass”, the economic analysis in the DEIS must necessarily include consideration of 
the economic impact of forest ecosystems services. Natural forest ecosystems provide a significant 
benefit to human health and livelihood and the USFS should assess the economic value of these 
ecosystem services as part of its assessment of “local economic concerns”.36 As discussed further 

 
30 Forest Service Handbook, National Environmental Policy Act Handbook 1909.15, Chapter 20- 
Environmental Impact Statements and Related Documents at 10, 
https://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/dughtml/fsh1000.html 
31 DEIS at 1-4.  
32 DEIS at 3-27. 
33 DEIS at 3-32.  
34 Buck Lindekugel, Taxpayer dollars wasted trying to sell Tongass old growth - the North Kuiu Timber 
Sale, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council (June 13, 2018), 
https://www.seacc.org/taxpayer_dollars_wasted_trying_to_sell_tongass_old_growth 
35 Se. Alaska Conservation Council v. United States Forest Serv., No. 1:19-cv-00006-SLG, 2019 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 161639, 49 ELR 20155, 2019 WL 4602809 (D. Alaska Sep. 23, 2019).  
36 See Douglas J. Krieger, The Economic Value of Forest Ecosystem Services: A Review, The Wilderness 
Society (March 2001), 
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below, carbon storage is a vital ecosystem service the Tongass provides, in addition to water 
quality control, soil stabilization, and overall air quality benefits. “Recognizing forest ecosystems 
as natural assets with economic and social value can help promote conservation and more 
responsible decision-making.”37 The removal of these essential services will certainly come at a 
high cost to both the local economy and, more broadly, the nation’s economy.38 

Overall, it appears that the timber industry, particularly in the Tongass, is struggling to 
demonstrate its continuing viability and necessity. The USFS has placed a disproportionately 
strong emphasis on bolstering traditional resource extraction while discounting the economic 
benefits of recreation and tourism, which includes fish and wildlife values. Agencies such as the 
USFS must thoroughly review the factors relevant to the definition of purpose and should take into 
account the needs and goals of the parties involved.39 Here, the agency appears to assume the need 
for the project simply because the State of Alaska has submitted a petition. Blind acceptance of a 
project proponent’s goals, without consideration of context, is contrary to NEPA requirements.  

b. The “Key Issue” Framework is Too Narrow  

Because project alternatives derive from the agency’s stated purpose and need, the goal of 
a project necessarily dictates the range of reasonable alternatives.40 The scope of alternatives 
analysis depends on the underlying purpose and need specified by the agency, as the purpose and 
need statement is intended to narrow the range of alternatives.41 While agencies have discretion 
when defining the purpose and need of a project, their discretion is not unlimited and an agency 
cannot define its objectives in unreasonably narrow terms, such that the outcome is preordained.42  

The purpose and need of this DEIS asserts that the NEPA-required alternatives in the 
proposal are analyzed through the lens of three key issues: (1) conserve roadless area 
characteristics; (2) support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, 
rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across multiple economic sectors; and (3) 
conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity.43 While these issues include 
some helpful points of analysis, as a whole, this framework unreasonably narrows the scope of the 
entire DEIS analysis by failing to prioritize essential environmental considerations.  

 
https://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/Resources/Conservation/FireForestEcology/ForestEconomics/Ecosyst
emServices.pdf 
37 Ecosystem Services, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.fed.us/ecosystemservices/ 
38 David C. Holzman, Accounting for Nature’s Benefits: The Dollar Value of Ecosystem Services, 120 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH PERSPECTIVES (April 2012), https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.120-a152 
39 Citizens Against Burlington, Inc. v. Busey, 938 F.2d 190, 290 U.S. App. D.C. 371 (D.C. Cir. 1991). 
40 City of Carmel-by-the-Sea v. United States DOT, 123 F.3d 1142 (9th Cir Nov. 13, 1995). 
41 Supra note 30.  
42 Supra note 40.  
43 DEIS at 1-5. 
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The most glaring miscalculation of the “key issue” framework is its failure to prioritize 
climate change analysis. NEPA demands the United States “fulfill the responsibilities of each 
generation as trustee of the environment for succeeding generations.”44 The United States Supreme 
Court has held that “the thrust of [NEPA] is ... that environmental concerns be integrated into the 
very process of agency decision-making.”45 Given the magnitude of global warming, these 
environmental concerns must include a robust analysis of climate change. Yet here, “Climate and 
Carbon” is considered outside of the key issue framework. Rather, it is relegated to an 8-page 
analysis under “Other Important Issues”.46  

Because the purpose and need statement frames the entire DEIS, the omission of climate 
change as a “key issue” to be addressed through the proposal places an artificial sideboard on the 
agency’s NEPA analysis. Damage to the U.S. economy is growing with temperature change at an 
increasing rate.47 As discussed further below, increased removal of Tongass trees will destroy an 
essential tool to help the planet combat climate change. “The signature effects of human-induced 
climate change—rising seas, increased damage from storm surge, more frequent bouts of extreme 
heat—all have specific, measurable impacts on our nation’s current assets and ongoing economic 
activity.”48 Scientists are discovering the ways that climate change is leading to higher health and 
energy costs. Additionally, the property and agriculture damage being caused by climate change 
will necessarily come at a high price.  

The Fourth National Climate Assessment provides a detailed picture of how communities 
across the country will feel the economic burden of climate change impacts. The report finds that 
without substantial and sustained global mitigation and regional adaptation efforts, climate change 
is expected to cause growing losses to American infrastructure and property and impede the rate 
of economic growth over this century.49 Patagonia’s businesses—including its apparel, food, and 
other businesses—require a thriving market of consumers. Patagonia will sustain substantial 
economic harm as a result of the climate change impacts shrinking GDP. Specifically, the report 
finds that industries depending on natural resources and favorable climate conditions are 

 
44 42 U.S.C. § 4331(b)(1). 
45 Andrus v. Sierra Club, 442 U.S. 347, 99 S. Ct. 2335, 60 L. Ed. 2d 943 (1979). 
46 DEIS at 3-121.  
47 Ryan Nunn, Jimmy O’Donnell, Jay Shambaugh, Lawrence H. Goulder, Charles D. Kolstad, and Xianling 
Long, Ten Facts about the Economics of Climate Change and Climate Policy, The Hamilton Project and 
the Stanford Institute for Economic Policy Research (October 2019), 
https://www.brookings.edu/research/ten-facts-about-the-economics-of-climate-change-and-climate-
policy/ 
48 Risky Business National Report: The Economic Risks of Climate Change in the United States, The Risky 
Business Project (June 2014), https://riskybusiness.org/report/national/ 
49 USGCRP, 2018: Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth National Climate 
Assessment, Volume II: Report-in-Brief [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, 
K.L.M. Lewis, T.K. Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research Program, 
Washington, DC, USA, 186 pp. doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.RiB 
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vulnerable to the growing impacts of climate change.50 As a company focused primarily on 
providing clothing and gear for outdoor activities such as climbing, skiing, fishing, surfing, hiking, 
and biking, this will directly harm Patagonia’s ability to conduct its business. 

The purpose and need statement must be revised to include the impacts of climate change 
as a Key Issue moving forward.  

V. The No Action Alternative is the Only Viable Alternative  

The heart of an EIS is its exploration of possible alternatives to the action an agency wishes 
to pursue. In addition to specifying the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is 
responding, an agency preparing an EIS must rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all 
reasonable alternatives.51 Pursuant to NEPA, agencies must take responsibility for defining the 
objectives of an action and then provide legitimate consideration to alternatives that fall between 
the obvious extremes.52  

Because the Roadless Rule protections are essential to ensure the long-term preservation 
of the Tongass and its resources, Alternative 1 should be adopted by the USFS. For the reasons set 
forth in this comment, the entirety of the 9.2 million acres of IRA should continue management 
pursuant to the Roadless Rule by prohibiting tree harvest, road construction, and road 
reconstruction. As stated in the final 2001 Roadless Rule Federal Register publication, road 
construction and timber harvest in IRAs have the greatest likelihood of altering and fragmenting 
IRA landscapes, which would result in immediate and long-term loss of roadless area values and 
characteristics.53  

While Alternative 2 purports to increase the geographic scope of roadless area designation 
by including additional acres as Alaska Roadless Acres, this alternative would add logging 
opportunities to areas that have been “substantially altered as identified by prior road construction 
or timber harvest”. This extension to these areas, known as “roaded roadless” areas, would create 
a slippery slope of the expansion of logging and road construction.  

Alternative 3 would take the logging opportunities in substantially-altered roadless areas 
provided in Alternative 2 one step further by extending the boundaries of those areas to “logical 
end points of existing road and timber harvest systems”. Again, these extensions are a nonviable 
alternative as they create an expansion of development.  

Alternative 4 would add a substantial amount of land to be managed as a roadless 
management category called Roadless Priority. According to the Proposed Rule, Roadless Priority 
would be less restrictive than the Roadless Rule, which would include allowing for road 
construction for access to renewable energy and leasable minerals. The “leasable minerals” 
exception would include geothermal, oil, gas, and/or coal development. This classification, clearly 

 
50 Id.  
51 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.13, 1502.14; Hammond v. Norton, 370 F. Supp. 2d 226 (DDC May 13, 2005). 
52 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14; N.M. ex rel. Richardson v. BLM, 565 F.3d 683 (10th Cir. 2009).  
53 66 Fed. Reg. 3,243 (January 12, 2001).  
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motivated by the Trump administration’s “energy dominance” agenda, is counterintuitive to the 
preservation of natural resources.54 Further, Alternative 4 would add a Timber Priority 
management category that would allow for timber harvest and road construction.  

Because Alternatives 4 and 5 would convert a significant number of IRAs into Roadless 
Priority acres which would be less restrictive than Roadless Rule protections, these Alternatives 
are both nonviable options. And finally, Alternative 6 (the “Preferred Alternative”) would remove 
all 9.2 million acres of IRA in the Tongass from the roadless designation. This Preferred 
Alternative completely fails to offer reasonable protections to the pristine forest landscape.  

Roadless areas are areas where high-quality intact habitat exists and ecosystems function 
with all their native species and components. Further, these areas serve as habitat for threatened, 
endangered, proposed, candidate, and sensitive species, all of which are dependent on large 
undisturbed areas of land for their survival. As such, Alternative 1 is the only alternative that would 
reasonably allow these necessary habitats to remain intact.  

VI. Administrative Changes to the 2016 Forest Plan  

In the Petition submitted by the State of Alaska to Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue, 
the state requested that the USDA direct the USFS to commence a new amendment to the 2016 
Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan (the “2016 Forest Plan”).55 However, instead of an 
amendment to the 2016 Forest Plan, the Proposed Rule would direct the Tongass Forest Supervisor 
to provide notice of an “administrative change” concerning lands that were deemed unsuitable in 
the 2016 Forest Plan solely due to the application of the Roadless Rule. As such, the Proposed 
Rule would change the designation of IRAs “not suitable” for harvest to “suitable,” through an 
“administrative change” rather than an amendment. The Proposed Rule Federal Register 
publication describes this exception as “minor”. However, this administrative change procedure 
side steps public involvement by making a substantial plan revision without proper review.  

Administrative changes to these types of plans are permissible for matters and do not 
amount to a plan amendment or plan revision.56 However, these changes can hardly be said to be 
minor, since they would open thousands of forest acres for logging. Forest plan revisions are 
necessary when conditions on a plan have changed significantly.57 As such, the USFS should not 
be permitted to make such an informal “administrative change” to the Forest Plan without more 
public involvement.  

 
54 Executive Order 13783 of March 28, 2017, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, 82 
Fed. Reg. 16093 (March 31, 2017). 
55 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application 
of the Roadless Rule and Other Actions (January 19, 2018), 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4406959.pdf 
56 36 C.F.R. 219.13.  
57 36 C.F.R. 219.7.  
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VII. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Consider the Impacts of Excluding the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule  

a. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Assess Climate Change Impacts  

Despite climate change being the most significant environmental impact of our time, the 
DEIS fails to make any significant analysis of how exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
will contribute to climate change and, in turn, analyze how those additions to climate change will 
impact the United States, including impacts beyond Alaska. A proper analysis would consider how 
climate change is already pressuring the resources within the forest, which would be compounded 
by additional development. NEPA requires that the DEIS clearly present information and analyze 
the environmental consequences that form the scientific and analytic basis for consideration of 
reasonable alternatives.58 Further, given the important role the Tongass plays in managing climate 
change impacts, a proper analysis would make a more robust analysis of how additional loss of 
the forest would ultimately contribute to climate change impacts.  

Although the DEIS includes analysis pertaining to the environmental consequences of each 
alternative on old-growth forest ecosystems and old-growth habitat conservation, the DEIS 
analysis of “Climate and Carbon” fails to fully analyze the environmental consequences of each 
alternative as it pertains to climate change contribution. The impact of GHG emissions on climate 
change is precisely the kind of cumulative impacts analysis that NEPA requires agencies to 
conduct.59 For the reasons set forth below, the DEIS has failed to adequately consider the effects 
of climate change and, as such, an essential piece of the NEPA analysis is missing.  

i. Climate Change Is the Most Significant Environmental Impact of Our 
Time  

An EIS must contain a full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts, and 
the impacts must be discussed in proportion to their significance.60 Climate change is the most 
significant environmental impact of our time. Despite the significance of this global crisis, the 
DEIS only dedicates an 8-page section to “Carbon and Climate”, an analysis that is completely 
disproportional to the gravity of the rapid environmental changes.  

Human influence on climate has been the dominant cause of observed warming since the 
mid-20th century, according to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (“IPCC”) Fifth 
Assessment Report.61 “Human activities are estimated to have caused approximately 1.0°C of 
global warming above pre-industrial levels, with a likely range of 0.8°C to 1.2°C. Global warming 

 
58 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.14, 1502.16. 
59 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008).  
60 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.1 and 1502.2(b); 42 U.S.C. §§ 4332(C)(i) and (ii).  
61 IPCC, 2014: Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to 
the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Core Writing Team, R.K. 
Pachauri and L.A. Meyer (eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland, 151 pp. 
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is likely to reach 1.5°C between 2030 and 2052 if it continues to increase at the current rate.”62 
According to the IPCC, “[w]arming of the climate system is unequivocal, and since the 1950s, 
many of the observed changes are unprecedented over decades to millennia. The atmosphere and 
ocean have warmed, the amounts of snow and ice have diminished, and sea level has risen.”63 
According to the Fourth National Climate Assessment published by the U.S. Global Change 
Research Program, “More frequent and intense extreme weather and climate-related events, as 
well as changes in average climate conditions, are expected to continue to damage infrastructure, 
ecosystems, and social systems that provide essential benefits to communities.” 64  

Climate change is upon us. We can see it and experience it in the world around us on a 
daily basis. A cloud of smog above the Los Angeles sky line, rising sea levels, increased prices at 
the grocery store due to a struggling global agricultural supply, dying coral reefs, historic highs in 
forest fire rates in the western United States, super storms ripping across the globe. The global 
population can no longer afford to treat climate change like a potential future threat. Rather, we 
must recognize the harm that has already been done to our planet and combat future harms, which 
involve drastic and immediate action to protect the vital resources we have left. 

Observations from around the world are showing the widespread effects of increasing GHG 
concentrations on Earth’s climate. Years of scientific research, carefully collected data, and 
environmental observations have accumulated to resoundingly confirm that climate change is the 
most significant environmental impact of our time.  

With its business headquarters located right along the California coast, Patagonia is 
particularly susceptible to feeling the profoundly negative effects of climate change.65 Climate 
change contributes to a shortening of California’s rainy season, which also further extends wild 
fire season.66 In 2016 alone, more than 67,000 wildfires burned over 5.5 million acres in the U.S., 
an area equivalent to the size of New Jersey.67 “If global warming continues on pace, the models 

 
62 IPCC, 2018: Summary for Policymakers. In: Global warming of 1.5°C. An IPCC Special Report on the 
impacts of global warming of 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission 
pathways, in the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate change, sustainable 
development, and efforts to eradicate poverty [V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, H. O. Pörtner, D. Roberts, J. 
Skea, P. R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W. Moufouma-Okia, C. Péan, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J. B. R. Matthews, Y. 
Chen, X. Zhou, M. I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor, T. Waterfield (eds.)]. World 
Meteorological Organization, Geneva, Switzerland, 32 pp. 
63 Supra note 61. 
64 Supra note 49. 
65 See the most recent fall 2019 fires, including the Kincade, Hillside, Getty, and Maria Fires, some of 
which occurred mere miles from Patagonia’s headquarters: California Department of Forestry & Fire 
Protection, https://www.fire.ca.gov/incidents/2019/ 
66 Dana Nuccitelli, The many ways climate change worsens California wildfires, Yale Climate Change 
Connections (November 13, 2018), https://www.yaleclimateconnections.org/2018/11/the-many-ways-
climate-change-worsens-california-wildfires/ 
67 Leah Burrows, From sea to rising sea: Climate change in America, Harvard John A. Paulson School of 
Engineering and Applied Sciences (September 13, 2017), https://www.seas.harvard.edu/content/from-sea-
to-rising-sea-climate-change-in-america 
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predict that by 2050 the wildfire season in the western U.S. will be about three weeks longer, twice 
as smoky, and will burn more area.”68 According to a recent analysis conducted by the Washington 
Post, the average temperature in Ventura County has increased by 4.7°F since preindustrial times, 
making Ventura the fastest warming county in the Lower 48 states.69  

In addition to the increased risk of drought and wildfires, coastal states like California will 
experience the effects of sea level rise, increased coastal flooding, and ultimately coastal erosion. 
Approximately 85% of California’s population live and work in coastal counties, which includes 
Ventura, California.70 “In the next several decades, warming produced by climate model 
simulations indicates that sea level rise could substantially exceed the rate experienced during 
modern human development along the California coast and estuaries.”71 As such, the Ventura 
River Estuary located adjacent to Ventura poses an increasingly imminent threat to the entire 
community, including the Patagonia Works headquarters. 

According to the National Ocean Service, sea level can rise by two different mechanisms 
with respect to climate change. “First, as the oceans warm due to an increasing global temperature, 
seawater expands—taking up more space in the ocean basin and causing a rise in water level. The 
second mechanism is the melting of ice over land, which then adds water to the ocean.” 72 Studies 
conducted by the U.S. Geological Survey (“USGS”) show that with sea level rise ranging from 
about 1.5 feet to 6.6 feet by 2100, bluff tops along nearly 300 miles of Southern California coasts 
could lose an average of 62 to 135 feet by 2100, and much more in some areas. 73 Patagonia’s 
headquarters in Ventura is located less than half a mile from the coast, directly in harm’s way. 

Not only is Patagonia’s brick and mortar home at risk due to climate change, the foundation 
of its business is too. For example, a recent study assessed the potential climate change impacts to 
recreational freshwater fishing across the coterminous U.S. The study found that higher air 
temperatures and, to a lesser extent, changes in streamflow, will alter fish habitat, resulting in a 
decline in more desirable recreational fish species and a shift toward less desirable warm-water 
fisheries.74 A significant portion of Patagonia customers utilize Patagonia products for outdoor 

 
68 Id.  
69 Scott Wilson, Fires, floods and free parking: California’s unending fight against climate change, The 
Washington Post (December 5, 2019), https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/2019/national/climate-
environment/climate-change-california/ 
70 Climate Change Impacts in California, State of California Department of Justice Xavier Becerra Attorney 
General, https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact 
71 D.R. Cayan, P.D. Bromirski, K. Hayhoe et al., Climate change projections of sea level extremes along 
the California coast, 87 CLIMATIC CHANGE, at 57 (2008), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9376-7 
72 How is sea level rise related to climate change?, NOAA National Ocean Service, 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/sealevelclimate.html 
73 Sea Level Rise Could Double Erosion Rates of Southern California Coastal Cliffs, United States 
Geographical Survey (July 9, 2018), https://www.usgs.gov/news/sea-level-rise-could-double-erosion-
rates-southern-california-coastal-cliffs 
74 Rhodium Group LLC, 2014: American Climate Prospectus: Economic Risks in the United States, 
Prepared as input to the Risky Business Project Rhodium Group, New York, NY, 201 pp. http://www. 
impactlab.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/ AmericanClimateProspectus_v1.2.pdf citing D. Lane, R. 
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activities, including fishing in the Tongass. A decline in more desirable recreational fish species 
as a result of climate change will directly harm Patagonia through both its customer base and its 
organizational conservation mission. For more on fish and recreation impact, see Sections VII (b) 
and (c) below.  

In addition to the broader national effects of climate change, disturbing observations of a 
warming climate are also experienced more locally in Southeast Alaska. As part of the Arctic, 
Alaska is on the front lines of climate change and is among the fastest warming regions on Earth. 
It is warming faster than any other state, and it faces a myriad of issues associated with a changing 
climate.75 As the climate continues to warm, average annual temperatures in Alaska are projected 
to increase an additional 2 to 4°F by the middle of this century.76 Further, even though total annual 
precipitation and frequency of winter floods are likely to increase in Southeast Alaska, decreasing 
snowpack will decrease the amount of water available for spawning salmon in the summertime.77 

As a coastal state, the impact climate change plays on ocean health is also an important 
consideration in assessing the health of the Tongass. Studies indicate that rapidly rising GHG 
concentrations are driving ocean systems toward conditions not seen for millions of years, with an 
associated risk of fundamental and irreversible ecological transformation.78 The oceans are the 
main store of carbon dioxide (“CO2”) and are estimated to have taken a large portion of 
anthropogenic-sourced CO2 from the atmosphere since the beginning of the industrial revolution, 
when humans began to burn massive amounts of fossil fuel, cut down swaths of CO2-consuming 
forests, and engage in a variety of other CO2-producing activities.79 As the ocean continues to 
shoulder the GHG burden, it comes at a grave cost: ocean warming. Some studies suggest that 
increases in sea temperature and changing ocean currents may lead to a reduction in the uptake of 
CO2 by the ocean. This will necessarily mean that forests like the Tongass will have to shoulder 
the burden of absorbing more CO2, making the preservation of these resources even more vital to 
the preservation of the atmosphere.  
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Ocean warming is accompanied by ocean acidification, which refers to a reduction in the 
pH of the ocean over an extended period caused primarily by the uptake of CO2 from the 
atmosphere, which causes a variety of chemical changes in seawater.80 “Ocean acidification is now 
happening at a faster rate than at any point in the last 66 million years, and possibly in the last 300 
million years. And projections show that by the end of this century, ocean surface waters could be 
more than twice as acidic as they were at the end of last century if we do not reduce our carbon 
emissions.”81 

Given the extensive scientific data about the immediate and growing impacts of climate 
change, any EIS prepared under NEPA must carefully and thoroughly consider all aspects of 
climate change impacts. This should include both a rich discussion of how climate change is 
impacting the resources within the forest in addition to a discussion of how the proposed 
alternatives would contribute to climate change.  

The DEIS fails in this regard, offering only an abbreviated analysis that fails to fully 
account for the harsh impact climate change has brought and will bring to the Tongass. In 
discussing the impact of the alternatives, the DEIS avoids any meaningful analysis by repeatedly 
belaboring that there are uncertainties regarding the scope of climate change and the effects it will 
impose on the forests in Southeast Alaska.82 However, this should not excuse the USFS from 
engaging in a more forthcoming global warming analysis.  

Without a thorough and proper analysis of how climate change impacts the Tongass, and 
the IRAs in particular, the DEIS has failed to consider how climate change is likely to modify 
conditions of each alternative.  

ii. Tongass Old Growth Is Essential to Combat Climate Change  

In addition to failing to fully analyze how severely climate change impacts the Tongass, 
the DEIS also fails to adequately assess how the Action Alternatives, particularly the Preferred 
Alternative, will contribute to climate change themselves.  

The Tongass is home to some of the oldest trees on earth, many dating back more than 800 
years. Spruce, cedar, and western hemlock trees stretch more than 200 feet into the sky and reach 
nearly 12 feet in diameter at chest level.83 One key characteristic of old-growth stands is that they 
include trees of multiple ages and sizes, from seedlings and saplings to pole-sized trees to trees 
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many centuries old.84 These massive old-growth trees are an essential resource in a world being 
increasingly overcome by the massive influx in GHG emissions.  

The Tongass acts as a buffer against climate change, absorbing according to some estimates 
around 8% of the nation’s annual global warming pollution and storing an estimated 10-12 percent 
of all carbon in our national forests. The sequestered carbon is stored in live woody tissues and 
slowly decomposing organic matter in soil. Old-growth forests, therefore, serve as a global carbon 
sink.85 “Old-growth forests are very effective at trapping climate-warming greenhouse gas like 
carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and storing—or ‘sequestering’—it. The underlying soil 
absorbs some of that heat-trapping gas as well, making forests major carbon sinks and an 
increasingly big part of the discussion when we talk about how to stem the tide of global 
warming.”86 

Keeping these forest carbon sinks intact and undeveloped using policies like the Roadless 
Rule is a key part of any comprehensive plan to confront climate change. The Proposed Rule 
Federal Register publication itself identifies that the USFS manages the National Forest Service to 
“maintain and enhance the quality of the environment to meet the Nation’s current and future 
needs.” The nation, and more broadly the world, currently relies on the carbon sink provided by 
the forest, and will rely on it even more in the future as oceans warm and temperatures rise. These 
natural resources are not limitless. Given the increasing pressure climate change is placing on 
forests, it is essential that the USFS to maintain protections of young-growth and especially old-
growth, which includes the Roadless Rule.  

Not only does the DEIS offer lackluster effort to account for how the Tongass protects 
against climate change, the “Climate and Carbon” analysis goes as far as providing misleading 
information, according to some scientists. In the cumulative effects of climate change and carbon 
sequestration, the DEIS states, “Potential negative effects on the Tongass may be ameliorated and 
may be completely reversed with time, reducing or eliminating potential negative cumulative 
effects on carbon and climate. Carbon emitted during the initial implementation of the 
management actions (e.g., harvest) would have a temporary influence on atmospheric carbon 
concentrations, because carbon would be removed from the atmosphere over time following 
management as the forest regrows.”87  

However, Beverly Law, an Oregon State University professor cited in the DEIS, points out 
that some old-growth trees in the Tongass are more than a thousand years old, so it would take a 
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very long time for the forest to regain such a huge amount of carbon.88 Although young growth 
will assist in mitigating the loss of older trees, this regrowth could take centuries, leaving the 
environment short on essential carbon sequestration forestation in a time where the planet is 
desperately trying to stay ahead of the curve to prevent climate damage. The earth cannot afford 
to wait centuries for the reemergence of young growth.  

The USFS’s failure to provide forthcoming information on the true impact the Action 
Alternatives would have on carbon emissions, changes in forest carbon stocks, carbon 
sequestration, and global climate change is a fatal flaw of the DEIS environmental analysis. A 
genuine substantive analysis of how the Action Alternatives will impact climate change is required 
under NEPA’s obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of the 
agency’s proposed action. 

iii. The Action Alternatives Will Contribute to Climate Change  

Despite the importance of old growth as a vital carbon sink, due to devastating logging 
practices that utilized a technique of clear-cutting full forest areas, Tongass has lost at least half of 
its old growth forest since the 1950s, which are some of the more important areas for ecological 
integrity and wildlife.89 Not only will the removal of essential old-growth trees contribute to 
climate change by eliminating essential carbon sinks, the practice of logging itself will decrease 
the forest’s ability to store carbon in addition to producing carbon emissions of its own.  

According to NASA, 97% or more of actively publishing climate scientists agree that 
climate-warming trends over the past century are extremely likely due to human activities.90 
Science confirms that a dominant cause of climate change is GHG emissions produced by human 
activities, including CO2 and methane. Studies show that roughly half of the cumulative 
anthropogenic carbon dioxide emissions between 1750 and 2011 have occurred in the last 40 
years.91 GHG from human activities are the most significant driver of observed climate change 
since the mid-20th century.92 

When forests are cleared or burnt, stored carbon is released into the atmosphere, mainly as 
CO2. Global loss of tropical forests has contributed a significant amount of CO2 back into the 
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atmosphere. Industrial logging results in a large loss of forest carbon storage, and a substantial 
overall increase in carbon emissions that can take decades to recapture with regrowth. Logging 
also destroys a forest ecosystem’s ability to provide natural protections to forest inhabitants against 
extreme weather events. When forests are logged, the carbon that was stored in the trees and soil 
is released into the atmosphere. Further, removing trees eliminates portions of the forest canopy, 
which blocks the sun’s rays during the day and retains heat at night. That disruption leads to more 
extreme temperature swings which, in turn, can be harmful to plants and animals. 

The agency appears to cloak itself in the assertion that no “additional” road building or 
timber harvest will occur as a result of the Action Alternatives. But, the agency’s efforts to remove 
Roadless Rule protections is ultimately an attempt to facilitate access to additional areas within 
the Tongass to remove trees. There would be no reason to proceed with any exemption but for the 
fact that new roads will reduce the costs associated with logging marginal areas and increase the 
rate of deforestation.93 At a bare minimum, the agency must evaluate the climatological impacts 
of the additional loss of trees attributable to these factors. 

b. The DEIS Does Not Provide Sufficient Consideration of How the Alternatives 
Would Impact Tongass Fish Populations and Their Habitats  

As stated in the DEIS, the abundant aquatic system of the Tongass provides spawning and 
rearing habitats for most fish produced in Southeast Alaska, and maintenance of the habitat and 
the associated high-quality water is a focal point of public, state, and federal natural resource 
agencies, as well as user groups.94 Along with its vast woods, the Tongass features miles of pristine 
creeks, rivers, and lakes, including important salmon-spawning streams. The forest also houses 
wetlands, alpine tundra, mountains, and glaciers that host an abundance of water features. The rich 
and abundant Tongass serves as a habitat to several important kinds of fish including five species 
of salmon —Chinook, coho, sockeye, pink, and chum— and several varieties of trout and 
steelhead.  

Indeed, the Tongass is the nation’s top salmon-producing forest. While all fish that inhabit 
the Tongass are important biologically and recreationally, the pacific salmon populations play an 
essential role in Alaska’s marine ecosystem and are a valuable recreational resource as well.95 
Salmon bring marine nutrients inland and provide an important food resource for a variety of 
animals which, in turn, increases the productivity of nearby plants and forests. Salmon also provide 
the forest with fertilizer, making them an important resource for tree growth. Further, fish that 
decay within streams release valuable nutrients which then fertilize the water that feeds the 
developing salmon. According to the Wild Salmon Center, in Southeastern Alaska, spawning 
salmon contribute up to 25% of the nitrogen in the foliage of trees, resulting in tree growth rates 
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nearly three-times higher than in areas without salmon spawning.96 Trees depend on salmon, and 
salmon depend on trees.97 

Further, the quality of the water and of the fishing experiences to be found in the Tongass 
make it a destination for anglers from all over the world. Opportunities for both freshwater and 
saltwater shoreline fishing for salmon exist near most towns and cities.98 Additionally, angling for 
Southeast Alaska’s cutthroat trout, steelhead, king and coho salmon, and halibut are world-
renowned. As discussed further below, the state of Alaska receives millions of dollars of tourism 
revenue annually from recreators seeking to fish these species.  

However, many fish species found in the Tongass, salmon populations in particular, are 
dwindling across the globe. According to the National Park Service, the coming decades present 
new climate change challenges and it is unclear if salmon will be able to keep pace with them.99 
In Alaska specifically, Chinook salmon runs have been well below the long-term average.100 
Pacific salmon face serious challenges from climate and landscape change. The largest and oldest 
Chinook salmon, known as “kings”, are disappearing causing fishing operations across Southeast 
Alaska to dwindle.  

The degradation of these fish populations is especially problematic for Southeast Alaskan 
tribes that rely on the preservation of the Tongass and Tongass resources. Alaskan Native 
communities are often the communities that suffer the most due to climate change impacts and 
logging policies that disrupt the ecosystems that tribes rely on. Not only do the salmon of the forest 
have cultural significance to these tribes, they also depend on the health of this ecosystem for food 
security. In addition to salmon and other fisheries, tribes are often dependent upon additional forest 
resources like wildlife for hunting and berries for gathering, both of which would be negatively 
impacted by the Action Alternatives.  

Climate change and ocean acidification has put all the state’s fisheries at risk.101 The DEIS 
details numerous effects climate change may have on fish species throughout the Tongass, and 
even goes as far as to suggest that climate change may have a positive impact on Alaskan fish 
species, as elevated water temperatures may result in faster fish growth.102 However, research 

 
96 Guido Rahr, Why Protect Salmon, Wild Salmon Center, https://www.wildsalmoncenter.org/why-protect-
salmon/ 
97 Anne Post, Why Fish Need Trees and Trees Need Fish, Alaska Department of Fish and Game (November 
2008), http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=wildlifenews.view_article&articles_id=407 
98 Southeastern Area, Alaska Department of Fish and Game, 
https://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=SportByAreaSoutheast.main 
99 Supra note 77. 
100 Low Runs of Chinook Salmon in Alaska, Alaska Department of Fish and Game (June 2019), 
https://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=hottopics.lowchinookruns_info 
101 John Dos Passos Coggin, New report highlights Alaska’s last five years of dramatic climate change, 
NOAA Climate.gov (October 15, 2019), https://www.climate.gov/news-features/understanding-
climate/new-report-highlights-alaska%E2%80%99s-last-five-years-dramatic-climate 
102 DEIS at 3-118.  



21 
 

shows that this “jumpstart” in freshwater doesn’t necessarily benefit salmon in the long run since 
the native fish then spend more time competing with hatchery fish in the ocean.103 As such, despite 
the DEIS’s efforts to place a positive spin on climate change, in reality these environmental 
pressures are causing fisheries throughout Southeast Alaska to dwindle.  

In addition to harm caused by climate change pressures, fisheries in the Tongass also face 
threats from road construction. Improper culvert placement at road-stream crossings can reduce or 
eliminate fish passage, and road crossings are a common migration barrier to fish.104 Additionally, 
road construction can block the migration routes that prevent fish from feeding, spawning, and 
accessing over-wintering areas. Stream crossings for roads create barriers and can reduce access 
to vital habitats. Human development and habitat degradation are causing wild salmon populations 
to decline.  

Logging and road building in the Tongass have contributed to the problem by increasing 
soil erosion, decreasing streamside trees needed by fish, and blocking fish passages used by salmon 
to migrate to spawning locations. River and stream degradation that occurs as a result of timber 
production adversely affects many other ecosystem services, like erosion control, nutrient cycling, 
and water regulation. 

Roads can facilitate the spread of harmful agents, prevent the movement of species, or be 
a source of pollution.105 Roads also impact water quality through sediment pollution.106 Sediment 
from construction activities and erosion can find its way into watersheds, which can eventually 
cover spawning beds, suffocate eggs, clog gills, and overall make it difficult for fish to survive. 
Further, roads directly affect natural sediment and hydrologic regimes by altering streamflow, 
sediment loading, channel morphology, channel stability, substrate composition, stream 
temperatures, water quality, and riparian conditions in a watershed.107 In addition to road sediment, 
logging practices can also increase risks to fish resources. Because fish benefit from forest 
coverage and carbon emitted from natural forest debris, any increase in the removal of these 
resources is damaging to these aquatic ecosystems.108  

Despite the sensitivity of these vital species and the clear dangers road building and logging 
would bring to their habitat, the DEIS provides that the overall risk to fish resources and 
watersheds amongst the alternatives is unlikely to be large or different from the current 2016 Forest 
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Plan’s projected conditions. However, while none of the alternatives would change Forest Plan 
guidelines developed to protect fish and their habitat, the Action Alternatives would indeed 
provide expanded locational opportunities for road construction and logging. As explained in the 
DEIS section “Transportation, Energy, Communications, and Infrastructure”, Alternatives 3-6 
would be “expected to result in more new road miles” because additional logging opportunities 
may be provided through extending areas removed from roadless designation.109 

Further, and even more problematic, under the Preferred Alternative, the DEIS identifies 
that roads and logging are likely to penetrate much farther into currently roadless areas than under 
Alternatives 1, 2, or 3, resulting in a greater degree of fragmentation.110 As such, because this 
information clearly indicates that the Action Alternatives would create additional threats to fish 
habitat, the DEIS insufficiently concludes that risk to fish resources and watersheds is unlikely to 
change from the current conditions. The USFS must provide a more robust analysis of the 
environmental effects of the Action Alternatives, which would almost certainly find that these 
Alternatives are non-options given the grave dangers they will pose to the dwindling natural fish 
populations.  

c. The DEIS Understates the Impacts on Recreation  

The Tongass is a rich expanse of nearly endless recreational opportunities. Recreators 
travel from far and wide to experience pristine watersheds, untouched forest landscapes, and 
unique wildlife. Fishing expeditions, scenic hikes, bird watching, and many more outdoor 
activities offer visitors and local residents alike not only recreational pursuits, but also provides 
physical, emotional, and even spiritual benefits. The benefits of these outdoor places diminish 
when landscapes are littered with logging infrastructure.  

The visitor industry accounts for 60% of natural resource-based employment in Southeast 
Alaska.111 According to the University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, “[I]n-state 
consumer spending related to outdoor recreation trips amounts to nearly $3.2 billion annually. That 
spending creates about 29,000 direct jobs, and 38,100 total jobs through a multiplier effect (indirect 
and induced). About one job in ten in Alaska is tied to trip-related outdoor recreation spending.”112 
The profitability of the outdoor recreation industry stands in stark comparison to the timber 
industry. The USFS’s move to expand logging in the Tongass follows decades of the federal 
government subsidizing timber sales in the national forest, often amounting to millions of dollars 
per year. The USFS should not jeopardize the preservation of hundreds of thousands of acres of 
Tongass forest that provide the foundation for the lucrative recreation industry at the expense of 
the failing timber industry.  
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Visitors often use outfitters or guides to assist in their enjoyment of these great outdoors. 
For the most part, outfitters and guides ensure that recreational activities are conducted in a manner 
that protects environmental resources. Changes in land management have the potential to affect 
outfitter/guide operations that provide commercial recreation opportunities on the forest. As 
identified in the DEIS itself, “By expanding the acres available for harvest, Alternatives 4 to 6 
could add to these potential impacts [to outfitter/guide use] by increasing the number and 
geographic extent of the acres affected.”113 Not only does the destruction of the natural appearance 
of the forest deplete the areas of viable recreational opportunity, it then necessarily forces 
outfitter/guides to condense their operations, creating a crowding effect that detracts from the 
entire recreational experience sought in the first place.  

Because wildlife observation is an alluring recreational opportunity for visitors and locals, 
the Alternatives’ impact on wildlife is also of importance in this analysis. The destruction of trees 
through logging practices removes shelter from the elements, can directly destroy homes, and 
changes the overall landscape animals inhabit. Forest ecosystems foster high levels of biodiversity 
which creates complex food webs that wildlife all up and down the food chain depend on.  

The DEIS states, “Timber harvest in newly opened areas and associated road construction 
or reconstruction has the potential to decrease the value of these roadless areas to wildlife through 
increased habitat fragmentation and reduced landscape connectivity.”114 However, it is likely this 
is more than a potential possibility. When continuous stretches of forest are disrupted by logging, 
habitat is divided into smaller and more isolated fragments which forces wildlife into distorted, 
unnatural habitat formations. Studies show habitat fragmentation can reduce biodiversity 
significantly and impair key ecosystem functions by decreasing biomass and altering nutrient 
cycles.115 Fragmented populations can produce increased demographic fluctuation, inbreeding, 
loss of genetic variability, and local extinctions.116 

This will be especially true in the Action Alternatives, which would allow logging and road 
construction in more expansive areas of the forest. While the Action Alternatives wouldn’t 
necessarily lead to more acres logged under the current 2016 Forest Plan, their effects would be 
far more disruptive to the natural landscapes wildlife depends on. Species like the Sitka black-
tailed deer, black and brown bears, American martens, and Alexander Archipelago wolves are 
essential not only for the biodiversity of the Tongass, but also for the recreation industry that relies 
on wild animals. The Tongass also has the potential for occurrence of numerous threatened and 
endangered species under the Endangered Species Act, including short-tailed albatross, humpback 
whale, fin whale, sperm whale, and Steller sea lion.117 
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Roads can increase harassment, poaching, collisions with vehicles, and displacement of 
terrestrial vertebrates, which affect many large mammals.118 As such, not only will the removal of 
the Roadless Rule directly harm wildlife, it will also inadvertently further harm recreational 
pursuits as recreators have less opportunity to connect with nature through the observation of 
wildlife.  

DEIS Figure 3.10-1 demonstrates the increase in primitive old-growth acres that will 
become suitable for harvest under the alternatives. Even if the total volumes expected to be 
harvested are the same under each alternative, it is the extended reach of areas that will be deemed 
suitable for harvest under the Action Alternatives that creates a direct threat to recreational 
pursuits. By providing more suitable acres for harvest in deeper and more primitive stretches of 
the forest, these Alternatives pose a grave danger to the sanctity of the landscape that is essential 
for recreational purposes. Visitors do not travel all the way to the Tongass to see patches of cleared 
land amongst the landscape. The DEIS states that “Old-growth acres harvested in recreation places 
important for fishing and tourism would be expected to increase relative to Alternative 1.”119 This 
result is unacceptable.  

Further, the DEIS attempts to limit its analysis of environmental consequences of the 
alternatives on recreation and tourism by repeatedly asserting that actual logging locations and 
road development activities will vary depending on the timber sales carried out and, as such, it is 
difficult to evaluate the effects of the alternatives on particular groups of recreation resources.120 
However, this is nothing more than a thinly veiled excuse to avoid disclosing the harmful effects 
of repealing the Roadless Rule. Regardless of where these additional timber sales are carried out, 
they will certainly devastate the natural landscape that currently exists. This will negatively impact 
recreational use, as it destroys the sanctity recreators seek.  

Protecting recreation areas is of particular importance to Patagonia given the industry that 
it serves. Without the preservation of wild spaces, both customers and employees will have limited 
opportunities to explore this ancient forest in its natural composition. This deprivation of recreation 
is a loss Patagonia cannot afford in a world that is increasingly scorched by the destructive force 
of climate change. Because the Action Alternatives will expand the spatial distribution of future 
logging activities which will necessarily degrade recreational opportunities, the No Action 
Alternative is the only viable option.  

VIII. Mitigation - Tongass 77 Watersheds and The Nature Conservancy/Audubon 
Conservation Priority Areas 

The Tongass 77 Watersheds (“T77 Watersheds”) were identified through a comprehensive 
process where numerous organizations including the Audubon Society, The Nature Conservancy 
(“TNC”) and Trout Unlimited, in consultation with federal and state biologists and various 
community and business stakeholder groups, identified the most important salmon producing 
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watersheds that lacked watershed-scale protections.121 In addition to including valuable fish 
habitat, these areas include watersheds that capture other biological values to ensure the region 
will sustain a viable ecosystem. The conservation of these areas is essential to the ecological health 
of Southeast Alaska.  

The 2016 Forest Plan prohibits old-growth timber harvest in T77 Watersheds and 
TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas. However, as demonstrated in DEIS Table 3.3c-1, 
suitable young growth in these areas increases between the Action Alternatives.122 Given the 
environmental and ecological importance of these habitats, the USFS should add mitigation 
measures to protect these wild spaces and mitigate the adverse environmental impacts young 
growth harvesting would impose. Mitigation is an important mechanism agencies can use to 
minimize the potential adverse environmental impacts associated with their actions.123 Patagonia 
supports the continued protection of these essential conservation areas for the health and wellbeing 
of delicate fish populations.  

IX. Conclusion  

Patagonia strongly opposes the Action Alternatives set forth in the DEIS due to their 
fundamental failure to consider and analyze the realistic impact of removing IRAs on the Tongass 
environment. Particularly, the Action Alternatives are missing a robust and necessary analysis of 
climate change influence. Patagonia urges the USFS to select Alternative 1, the only alternative 
that would refrain from further harming the ecological health of the Tongass and thus, in turn, the 
environmental health of the United States through the preservation of the essential carbon sink. 
The Tongass should not be exempt from the Roadless Rule. Additionally, the USFS should 
undertake further environmental analysis as it pertains to the findings of the 2016 Forest Plan.  
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December 16, 2019 

Alaska Roadless Rule 
USDA Forest Service 
P.O. Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 

RE: Public Comments of Patagonia Works on the Department of Agriculture Forest 
Service Proposed Rule “Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest 
System Lands in Alaska” and Draft Environmental Impact Statement Rulemaking 
for Alaska Roadless Areas  

Dear Mr. Tu: 
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I. Introduction  

Patagonia Works (“Patagonia”) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the 
United States Department of Agriculture (“USDA”) Forest Service’s (“USFS”) Proposed Rule 
Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska (the 
“Proposed Rule”)1 and the October 2019 Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas (“DEIS”). 

Patagonia is an outdoor-apparel company with a 40-year history of environmental activism. 
Protecting and preserving the environment is a core business tenet as reflected in the Company’s 
mission statement: “Patagonia is in business to save our home planet.” In 2012, Patagonia became 
a California benefit corporation, enshrining its blended goals of business and conservation into its 
Articles of Incorporation. Patagonia believes deeply in the urgent shared responsibility to protect 
the environment. The future of Patagonia’s business depends on the health of the wild places that 
its customers explore, which include the Tongass National Forest (the “Tongass”). 

Patagonia has spent a significant amount of time and resources fighting to protect and 
preserve the sanctity of the Tongass. Patagonia has worked diligently to support conservation 
efforts throughout the years in an effort to protect the nation’s largest national forest stretching 
across some of the most pristine landscapes in Southeast Alaska. Going back as early as the 1990s, 
Patagonia has provided grant funding totaling $197,000 to the Southeast Alaska Conservation 
Council and $185,500 to the Sitka Conservation Society, two groups that are dedicated to 
protecting the Tongass and the fish and wildlife that make the forest their home. These 
organizations also currently utilize Patagonia’s Action Works platform, which connects 
individuals to organizations working on environmental issues in their community.2 Patagonia has 
also granted Audubon Alaska $60,000 and currently has similar grants pending with the 
Wilderness Society and Women’s Earth & Climate Action Network.  

Patagonia strongly opposes the exemption of the Tongass from the essential protection of 
the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule (“Roadless Rule”). The Roadless Rule is essential for 
limiting harmful logging and road-building activity in National Forest Systems throughout the 
country. As climate change intensifies and the effects of global warming are seen more readily 
across the country, protecting the nation’s most vulnerable and essential natural resources is a top 
priority. Further, the salmon, birds, wolves, deer, and other aquatic and terrestrial wildlife living 
in and around the Tongass are under enough environmental pressures from climate change without 
the added pollution logging and road building would certainly bring to the rivers and streams that 
meander throughout this great forest.  

Not only do the fish and wildlife that inhabit the Tongass depend on the health of the forest 
ecosystem, the earth’s atmosphere depends on the health of the Tongass as it dutifully serves as a 
carbon sink, or a natural reservoir of greenhouse gas (“GHG”) carbon emissions, and thus acts as 

 
1 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (October 17, 2019). 
2 Patagonia Action Works, https://www.patagonia.com/actionworks/about/ 
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a buffer against climate change. Any actions that facilitate or expedite the removal of timber in the 
Tongass will hinder this essential function.  

The DEIS fails to adequately account for how the repeal of the Roadless Rule would impact 
climate change, aquatic habitat, and recreational opportunities in the Tongass. For the reasons set 
forth in this comment, Alternatives 2-6 (the “Action Alternatives”) provided in the DEIS do not 
sufficiently protect Tongass natural resources, the indigenous people that rely on such resources, 
or, more broadly, the global climate. Due to these negative impacts, the Action Alternatives will 
directly injure Patagonia, its associates, and its customers. Further, Patagonia supports the full 
protection of the inventoried roadless areas (“IRA”) within the Chugach National Forest. Patagonia 
urges the USFS to adopt Alternative 1 No Action Alternative, as it is the least damaging alternative 
that will inflict relatively less harm on IRAs, the wildlife that inhabits them, and the Earth’s 
climate.3  

II. History of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass  

The Tongass, also known by the USFS as the “crown jewel” of the National Forest System, 
has origins that date back to 1902 when President Theodore Roosevelt issued a proclamation 
creating the Alexander Archipelago Forest Reserve. 4 A separate Tongass National Forest was later 
created in 1907, and both areas were officially combined in 1908. An additional proclamation, 
signed in 1909, added more Southeast lands and islands, bringing the total area of the Tongass to 
its current 16.7 million acres.5  

The Tongass is the nation’s largest national forest, covering most of Southeast Alaska and 
offering unique chances to view eagles, bears, spawning salmon, and the breath-taking vistas of 
“wild” Alaska.6 The Tongass stretches 500 miles north-to-south and includes thousands of islands, 
countless streams, lush valleys, and sprawling forests of majestic, old-growth cedar, spruce, and 
hemlock trees.7 The Tongass is home to a significant portion of the old-growth temperate rainforest 
remaining in the world, as well as the largest tracts of old-growth forest left in the United States.8 
In addition to towering species of Sitka spruce and western hemlock, the Tongass also houses 
vegetation that includes blueberries, ferns, and mosses. 

 
3 To be clear, Patagonia would prefer to see an alternative that reevaluates the levels of logging approved 
in the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan. Patagonia understands that such a proposal, 
however, is outside the scope of the analysis being conducted.  
4 History of the Tongass National Forest, The Tongass National American Salmon Forest, 
http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-history.html 
5 Id. 
6 Tongass National Forest, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/tongass/ 
7 Conservation: Tongass National Forests, Audubon Alaska, https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/tongass-
national-forest 
8 About the Tongass, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council, https://www.seacc.org/tongass 
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In order to protect this rich natural treasure and other National Forest System lands like it 
from the environmental dangers of logging and dense road infrastructure, the USFS developed the 
Roadless Rule to preserve undeveloped stretches of forest and to “provide lasting protection for 
[IRAs] within the National Forest System”.9  

The Roadless Rule has undergone a lengthy and tumultuous journey since it’s official 
introduction in 2001.10 President Clinton initially introduced the Rule in order to develop a 
comprehensive policy to protect the social and ecological values and characteristics of IRAs from 
road construction and reconstruction and certain logging activities in the National Forest System. 
Since the USFS first developed this plan to protect treasured national forests, the Rule has been 
faced with numerous challenges from both states and private interest groups. However, despite the 
persistent pushback, the Roadless Rule continues to prevail.11 Currently the Tongass is protected 
by the Roadless Rule as prescribed in the Alaska District Court’s 2011 Judgment reinstating the 
Roadless Rule on the Tongass. The perseverance of the Roadless Rule and its supporters 
demonstrates the value that courts and the nation put on protecting national forests.  

Recently, against the backdrop of the fluctuating Roadless Rule, members of both 
chambers of Congress have supported legislation that would codify the Roadless Rule through the 
Roadless Area Conservation Act.12 Representatives Diana DeGette of Colorado and Ruben 
Gallego of Arizona, as well as Senator Maria Cantwell of Washington, amongst others, have 
helped to push forward this legislative effort to protect national forest land in 39 states, which 
would include the Tongass. This proposed legislation would prevent the USFS from granting 
exemptions like the one requested by Alaska in this instance.  

Additionally, Congress has already promulgated numerous bodies of law that make it 
abundantly clear that the Nation’s Forest Systems require a variety of protections. The National 
Forest Management Act (“NFMA”), which requires the preparation of forest plans, provides that 
“the [USFS], by virtue of its statutory authority for management of the National Forest System, 
research and cooperative programs, and its role as an agency in the Department of Agriculture, has 
both a responsibility and an opportunity to be a leader in assuring that the Nation maintains a 
natural resource conservation posture that will meet the requirements of our people in 
perpetuity.”13  

More specific to the Tongass, the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act 
provides,  

 
9 Supra note 1.  
10 Timeline: The Roadless Rule, Earthjustice, https://earthjustice.org/features/timeline-of-the-roadless-rule 
11 See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep’t of Agric., 776 F.Supp.2d 960 (D. Ala. 2011) and Organized 
Village of Kake v. United States Dep’t of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th Cir. 2015). 
12 DeGette files bill to permanently protect nearly 60 million acres of national forests across the U.S., 
Congresswoman Diana DeGette (May 2, 2019), https://degette.house.gov/media-center/press-
releases/degette-files-bill-to-permanently-protect-nearly-60-million-acres-of 
13 16 U.S.C. § 1600 et seq.  
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it is the intent of Congress in this Act to preserve unrivaled scenic and geological 
values associated with natural landscapes; to provide for the maintenance of sound 
populations of, and habitat for, wildlife species of inestimable value to the citizens 
of Alaska and the Nation, including those species dependent on vast relatively 
undeveloped areas; to preserve in their natural state extensive unaltered arctic 
tundra, boreal forest, and coastal rainforest ecosystems; to protect the resources 
related to subsistence needs; to protect and preserve historic and archeological 
sites, rivers, and lands, and to preserve wilderness resource values and related 
recreational opportunities including but not limited to hiking, canoeing, fishing, and 
sport hunting, within large arctic and subarctic wildlands and on free flowing rivers; 
and to maintain opportunities for scientific research and undisturbed ecosystems.14  

Additionally, the Tongass Timber Reform Act was promulgated in order to provide protection of 
riparian habitat within the forest.15  

Overall, it is the duty of the USFS to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment 
of National Forest System lands.16 The Roadless Rule is an essential tool in ensuring the agency 
is able to protect and preserve these resources. Despite the challenges faced by the Roadless Rule 
since its introduction in 2001, it remains clear that these protections are necessary to preserve the 
abundant watersheds, rich outdoor recreation opportunities, and critical habitat that the Tongass 
generously provides. The Proposed Rule is yet another affront on Americans’ efforts to protect 
Alaska’s natural landscape.17 

III. Overview of NEPA  

The National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) was enacted in recognition of “the 
profound impact of man’s activity on the interrelations of all components of the natural 
environment, [and] ... the critical importance of restoring and maintaining environmental quality 
to the overall welfare ... of man … .”18 It “prescribes the necessary process by which federal 
agencies must take a ‘hard look’ at the environmental consequences of [their] proposed courses of 
action.”19 NEPA is intended to focus the attention of the government and the public on the likely 
environmental consequences of a proposed agency action.20 It “places upon an agency the 

 
14 16 U.S.C. § 3101 et seq. (emphasis supplied).  
15 Pub. L. No. 101–626, 104 Stat 4426 (November 28, 1990).  
16 Supra note 1.   
17 See the Bureau of Land Management’s Alaska’s Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing Program Final 
Environmental Impact Statement dated September 12, 2019; see the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Pebble 
Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated February 20, 2019; and see the Bureau of Land 
Management’s National Petroleum Reserve in Alaska Integrated Activity Plan and Environmental Impact 
Statement dated November 22, 2019.  
18 42 U.S.C. § 4331.  
19 Pennaco Energy, Inc. v. U.S. Dept. of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147 (10th Cir. 2004) (internal quotations 
omitted); see also Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989).  
20 Marsh v. Oregon Natural Resources Council, 490 U.S. 360, 109 S. Ct. 1851, 104 L. Ed. 2d 377 (1989).  
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obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of the proposed action” 
and “ensures that the agency will inform the public that it has indeed considered environmental 
concerns in its decision making process.”21 The unequivocal intent of NEPA is to require agencies 
to consider and give effect to the environmental goals set forth in the Act, not just to file detailed 
impact studies which will fill governmental archives.22 

The environmental impact statement (“EIS”) is the cornerstone of NEPA. Accordingly, in 
an EIS a federal agency must: (1) “rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable 
alternatives” to the proposed action23; (2) identify and disclose to the public all direct, indirect, 
and cumulative impacts of the proposed action and each reasonable alternative24; and (3) consider 
possible mitigation measures to reduce such impacts to the environment.25 

Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) regulations implementing NEPA make clear 
that in any EIS and record of decision, “[a] monitoring and enforcement program shall be adopted 
and summarized where applicable for any mitigation.”26 CEQ regulations also state that 
“[m]itigation (§1505.2(c)) and other conditions established in the [EIS] or during its review and 
committed as part of the decision shall be implemented by the lead agency or other appropriate 
consenting agency.” To do so, CEQ explains the agency “shall: (a) Include appropriate conditions 
in grants, permits or other approvals[.]”27  

IV. The Purpose and Need Statement Does Not Comply with NEPA  

Under NEPA, an EIS must “specify the underlying purpose and need to which the agency 
is responding in proposing the alternatives including the proposed action.”28 A suitable purpose 
and need statement is critically important to the adequacy of the DEIS, as it is the foundation on 
which the analysis stands. The statement will fail if it unreasonably narrows the agency’s 
consideration of alternatives so that the outcome is preordained.29 Additionally, the USFS NEPA 
Handbook provides that the purpose and need statement must describe in detail why agency action 

 
21 Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 462 U.S. 87, 103 S. Ct. 2246, 
76 L. Ed. 2d 437 (1983) (citations omitted). 
22 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008). 
23 42 U.S.C. § 4332; 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. 
24 42 U.S.C. § 4332; 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.16, 1508.7 – 1508.8.  
25 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14(f). 
26 40 C.F.R. § 1505.2. 
27 40 C.F.R. § 1505.3. 
28 40 C.F.R. § 1502.13. 
29 Alaska Survival v. Surface Transp. Bd., 705 F.3d 1073 (9th Cir Jan. 23, 2013); Protect Our Cmtys. Found. 
v. Jewell, 825 F.3d 571 (9th Cir. June 7, 2016). 
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is being proposed and shall reflect the difference between the existing condition and the desired 
condition.30  

a. The Agency has Failed to Evaluate Whether There is a Need for the Proposed 
Rule Given the Suspect Economic Value of Increased Roadbuilding  

In addition to citing to the State of Alaska’s petition for rulemaking, the DEIS purpose and 
need statement also asserts that the USDA and USFS believe the Roadless Rule prohibitions on 
timber harvest and road construction can be adjusted in a manner that “meaningfully addresses 
local economic and development concerns”.31 However, because the timber industry makes up a 
small percentage of the Alaskan economy, there does not appear to be a legitimate need to further 
develop the Tongass for timber harvest. As Figure 3.2-3 in the DEIS demonstrates, the timber 
industry makes up a small fraction of the natural-resource based employment sector.32 The industry 
this entire DEIS process seeks to assist does not appear to be viable over the long term.  

Indeed, it appears that the logging currently occurring in Southeast Alaska is struggling to 
make a profit. The USFS has been attempting to organize timber sales on North Kuiu Island, which 
comes at the expense of taxpayer dollars.33 However, the USFS reportedly failed twice to solicit 
any bids on the sale in North Kuiu due to the high costs and far distances to market.34 Additionally, 
the USFS does not seem to be appropriately conducting the timber sales that do manage to receive 
bids. The USFS was recently prohibited from proceeding with the sale of old-growth spruce and 
hemlock on the Prince of Wales Island.35 The U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska 
determined that the USFS had failed to identify specific areas that would be logged, and the agency 
did “not fully explain to the public how or where actual timber activities will affect localized 
habitats.” 

If the purpose and need of the agency action includes the “economic situation found in and 
around the Tongass”, the economic analysis in the DEIS must necessarily include consideration of 
the economic impact of forest ecosystems services. Natural forest ecosystems provide a significant 
benefit to human health and livelihood and the USFS should assess the economic value of these 
ecosystem services as part of its assessment of “local economic concerns”.36 As discussed further 

 
30 Forest Service Handbook, National Environmental Policy Act Handbook 1909.15, Chapter 20- 
Environmental Impact Statements and Related Documents at 10, 
https://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/dughtml/fsh1000.html 
31 DEIS at 1-4.  
32 DEIS at 3-27. 
33 DEIS at 3-32.  
34 Buck Lindekugel, Taxpayer dollars wasted trying to sell Tongass old growth - the North Kuiu Timber 
Sale, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council (June 13, 2018), 
https://www.seacc.org/taxpayer_dollars_wasted_trying_to_sell_tongass_old_growth 
35 Se. Alaska Conservation Council v. United States Forest Serv., No. 1:19-cv-00006-SLG, 2019 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 161639, 49 ELR 20155, 2019 WL 4602809 (D. Alaska Sep. 23, 2019).  
36 See Douglas J. Krieger, The Economic Value of Forest Ecosystem Services: A Review, The Wilderness 
Society (March 2001), 
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below, carbon storage is a vital ecosystem service the Tongass provides, in addition to water 
quality control, soil stabilization, and overall air quality benefits. “Recognizing forest ecosystems 
as natural assets with economic and social value can help promote conservation and more 
responsible decision-making.”37 The removal of these essential services will certainly come at a 
high cost to both the local economy and, more broadly, the nation’s economy.38 

Overall, it appears that the timber industry, particularly in the Tongass, is struggling to 
demonstrate its continuing viability and necessity. The USFS has placed a disproportionately 
strong emphasis on bolstering traditional resource extraction while discounting the economic 
benefits of recreation and tourism, which includes fish and wildlife values. Agencies such as the 
USFS must thoroughly review the factors relevant to the definition of purpose and should take into 
account the needs and goals of the parties involved.39 Here, the agency appears to assume the need 
for the project simply because the State of Alaska has submitted a petition. Blind acceptance of a 
project proponent’s goals, without consideration of context, is contrary to NEPA requirements.  

b. The “Key Issue” Framework is Too Narrow  

Because project alternatives derive from the agency’s stated purpose and need, the goal of 
a project necessarily dictates the range of reasonable alternatives.40 The scope of alternatives 
analysis depends on the underlying purpose and need specified by the agency, as the purpose and 
need statement is intended to narrow the range of alternatives.41 While agencies have discretion 
when defining the purpose and need of a project, their discretion is not unlimited and an agency 
cannot define its objectives in unreasonably narrow terms, such that the outcome is preordained.42  

The purpose and need of this DEIS asserts that the NEPA-required alternatives in the 
proposal are analyzed through the lens of three key issues: (1) conserve roadless area 
characteristics; (2) support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, 
rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across multiple economic sectors; and (3) 
conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity.43 While these issues include 
some helpful points of analysis, as a whole, this framework unreasonably narrows the scope of the 
entire DEIS analysis by failing to prioritize essential environmental considerations.  

 
https://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/Resources/Conservation/FireForestEcology/ForestEconomics/Ecosyst
emServices.pdf 
37 Ecosystem Services, United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
https://www.fs.fed.us/ecosystemservices/ 
38 David C. Holzman, Accounting for Nature’s Benefits: The Dollar Value of Ecosystem Services, 120 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH PERSPECTIVES (April 2012), https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.120-a152 
39 Citizens Against Burlington, Inc. v. Busey, 938 F.2d 190, 290 U.S. App. D.C. 371 (D.C. Cir. 1991). 
40 City of Carmel-by-the-Sea v. United States DOT, 123 F.3d 1142 (9th Cir Nov. 13, 1995). 
41 Supra note 30.  
42 Supra note 40.  
43 DEIS at 1-5. 
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The most glaring miscalculation of the “key issue” framework is its failure to prioritize 
climate change analysis. NEPA demands the United States “fulfill the responsibilities of each 
generation as trustee of the environment for succeeding generations.”44 The United States Supreme 
Court has held that “the thrust of [NEPA] is ... that environmental concerns be integrated into the 
very process of agency decision-making.”45 Given the magnitude of global warming, these 
environmental concerns must include a robust analysis of climate change. Yet here, “Climate and 
Carbon” is considered outside of the key issue framework. Rather, it is relegated to an 8-page 
analysis under “Other Important Issues”.46  

Because the purpose and need statement frames the entire DEIS, the omission of climate 
change as a “key issue” to be addressed through the proposal places an artificial sideboard on the 
agency’s NEPA analysis. Damage to the U.S. economy is growing with temperature change at an 
increasing rate.47 As discussed further below, increased removal of Tongass trees will destroy an 
essential tool to help the planet combat climate change. “The signature effects of human-induced 
climate change—rising seas, increased damage from storm surge, more frequent bouts of extreme 
heat—all have specific, measurable impacts on our nation’s current assets and ongoing economic 
activity.”48 Scientists are discovering the ways that climate change is leading to higher health and 
energy costs. Additionally, the property and agriculture damage being caused by climate change 
will necessarily come at a high price.  

The Fourth National Climate Assessment provides a detailed picture of how communities 
across the country will feel the economic burden of climate change impacts. The report finds that 
without substantial and sustained global mitigation and regional adaptation efforts, climate change 
is expected to cause growing losses to American infrastructure and property and impede the rate 
of economic growth over this century.49 Patagonia’s businesses—including its apparel, food, and 
other businesses—require a thriving market of consumers. Patagonia will sustain substantial 
economic harm as a result of the climate change impacts shrinking GDP. Specifically, the report 
finds that industries depending on natural resources and favorable climate conditions are 

 
44 42 U.S.C. § 4331(b)(1). 
45 Andrus v. Sierra Club, 442 U.S. 347, 99 S. Ct. 2335, 60 L. Ed. 2d 943 (1979). 
46 DEIS at 3-121.  
47 Ryan Nunn, Jimmy O’Donnell, Jay Shambaugh, Lawrence H. Goulder, Charles D. Kolstad, and Xianling 
Long, Ten Facts about the Economics of Climate Change and Climate Policy, The Hamilton Project and 
the Stanford Institute for Economic Policy Research (October 2019), 
https://www.brookings.edu/research/ten-facts-about-the-economics-of-climate-change-and-climate-
policy/ 
48 Risky Business National Report: The Economic Risks of Climate Change in the United States, The Risky 
Business Project (June 2014), https://riskybusiness.org/report/national/ 
49 USGCRP, 2018: Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth National Climate 
Assessment, Volume II: Report-in-Brief [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, 
K.L.M. Lewis, T.K. Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research Program, 
Washington, DC, USA, 186 pp. doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.RiB 
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vulnerable to the growing impacts of climate change.50 As a company focused primarily on 
providing clothing and gear for outdoor activities such as climbing, skiing, fishing, surfing, hiking, 
and biking, this will directly harm Patagonia’s ability to conduct its business. 

The purpose and need statement must be revised to include the impacts of climate change 
as a Key Issue moving forward.  

V. The No Action Alternative is the Only Viable Alternative  

The heart of an EIS is its exploration of possible alternatives to the action an agency wishes 
to pursue. In addition to specifying the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is 
responding, an agency preparing an EIS must rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all 
reasonable alternatives.51 Pursuant to NEPA, agencies must take responsibility for defining the 
objectives of an action and then provide legitimate consideration to alternatives that fall between 
the obvious extremes.52  

Because the Roadless Rule protections are essential to ensure the long-term preservation 
of the Tongass and its resources, Alternative 1 should be adopted by the USFS. For the reasons set 
forth in this comment, the entirety of the 9.2 million acres of IRA should continue management 
pursuant to the Roadless Rule by prohibiting tree harvest, road construction, and road 
reconstruction. As stated in the final 2001 Roadless Rule Federal Register publication, road 
construction and timber harvest in IRAs have the greatest likelihood of altering and fragmenting 
IRA landscapes, which would result in immediate and long-term loss of roadless area values and 
characteristics.53  

While Alternative 2 purports to increase the geographic scope of roadless area designation 
by including additional acres as Alaska Roadless Acres, this alternative would add logging 
opportunities to areas that have been “substantially altered as identified by prior road construction 
or timber harvest”. This extension to these areas, known as “roaded roadless” areas, would create 
a slippery slope of the expansion of logging and road construction.  

Alternative 3 would take the logging opportunities in substantially-altered roadless areas 
provided in Alternative 2 one step further by extending the boundaries of those areas to “logical 
end points of existing road and timber harvest systems”. Again, these extensions are a nonviable 
alternative as they create an expansion of development.  

Alternative 4 would add a substantial amount of land to be managed as a roadless 
management category called Roadless Priority. According to the Proposed Rule, Roadless Priority 
would be less restrictive than the Roadless Rule, which would include allowing for road 
construction for access to renewable energy and leasable minerals. The “leasable minerals” 
exception would include geothermal, oil, gas, and/or coal development. This classification, clearly 

 
50 Id.  
51 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.13, 1502.14; Hammond v. Norton, 370 F. Supp. 2d 226 (DDC May 13, 2005). 
52 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14; N.M. ex rel. Richardson v. BLM, 565 F.3d 683 (10th Cir. 2009).  
53 66 Fed. Reg. 3,243 (January 12, 2001).  
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motivated by the Trump administration’s “energy dominance” agenda, is counterintuitive to the 
preservation of natural resources.54 Further, Alternative 4 would add a Timber Priority 
management category that would allow for timber harvest and road construction.  

Because Alternatives 4 and 5 would convert a significant number of IRAs into Roadless 
Priority acres which would be less restrictive than Roadless Rule protections, these Alternatives 
are both nonviable options. And finally, Alternative 6 (the “Preferred Alternative”) would remove 
all 9.2 million acres of IRA in the Tongass from the roadless designation. This Preferred 
Alternative completely fails to offer reasonable protections to the pristine forest landscape.  

Roadless areas are areas where high-quality intact habitat exists and ecosystems function 
with all their native species and components. Further, these areas serve as habitat for threatened, 
endangered, proposed, candidate, and sensitive species, all of which are dependent on large 
undisturbed areas of land for their survival. As such, Alternative 1 is the only alternative that would 
reasonably allow these necessary habitats to remain intact.  

VI. Administrative Changes to the 2016 Forest Plan  

In the Petition submitted by the State of Alaska to Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue, 
the state requested that the USDA direct the USFS to commence a new amendment to the 2016 
Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan (the “2016 Forest Plan”).55 However, instead of an 
amendment to the 2016 Forest Plan, the Proposed Rule would direct the Tongass Forest Supervisor 
to provide notice of an “administrative change” concerning lands that were deemed unsuitable in 
the 2016 Forest Plan solely due to the application of the Roadless Rule. As such, the Proposed 
Rule would change the designation of IRAs “not suitable” for harvest to “suitable,” through an 
“administrative change” rather than an amendment. The Proposed Rule Federal Register 
publication describes this exception as “minor”. However, this administrative change procedure 
side steps public involvement by making a substantial plan revision without proper review.  

Administrative changes to these types of plans are permissible for matters and do not 
amount to a plan amendment or plan revision.56 However, these changes can hardly be said to be 
minor, since they would open thousands of forest acres for logging. Forest plan revisions are 
necessary when conditions on a plan have changed significantly.57 As such, the USFS should not 
be permitted to make such an informal “administrative change” to the Forest Plan without more 
public involvement.  

 
54 Executive Order 13783 of March 28, 2017, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, 82 
Fed. Reg. 16093 (March 31, 2017). 
55 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application 
of the Roadless Rule and Other Actions (January 19, 2018), 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_4406959.pdf 
56 36 C.F.R. 219.13.  
57 36 C.F.R. 219.7.  
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VII. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Consider the Impacts of Excluding the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule  

a. The DEIS Fails to Adequately Assess Climate Change Impacts  

Despite climate change being the most significant environmental impact of our time, the 
DEIS fails to make any significant analysis of how exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
will contribute to climate change and, in turn, analyze how those additions to climate change will 
impact the United States, including impacts beyond Alaska. A proper analysis would consider how 
climate change is already pressuring the resources within the forest, which would be compounded 
by additional development. NEPA requires that the DEIS clearly present information and analyze 
the environmental consequences that form the scientific and analytic basis for consideration of 
reasonable alternatives.58 Further, given the important role the Tongass plays in managing climate 
change impacts, a proper analysis would make a more robust analysis of how additional loss of 
the forest would ultimately contribute to climate change impacts.  

Although the DEIS includes analysis pertaining to the environmental consequences of each 
alternative on old-growth forest ecosystems and old-growth habitat conservation, the DEIS 
analysis of “Climate and Carbon” fails to fully analyze the environmental consequences of each 
alternative as it pertains to climate change contribution. The impact of GHG emissions on climate 
change is precisely the kind of cumulative impacts analysis that NEPA requires agencies to 
conduct.59 For the reasons set forth below, the DEIS has failed to adequately consider the effects 
of climate change and, as such, an essential piece of the NEPA analysis is missing.  

i. Climate Change Is the Most Significant Environmental Impact of Our 
Time  

An EIS must contain a full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts, and 
the impacts must be discussed in proportion to their significance.60 Climate change is the most 
significant environmental impact of our time. Despite the significance of this global crisis, the 
DEIS only dedicates an 8-page section to “Carbon and Climate”, an analysis that is completely 
disproportional to the gravity of the rapid environmental changes.  

Human influence on climate has been the dominant cause of observed warming since the 
mid-20th century, according to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (“IPCC”) Fifth 
Assessment Report.61 “Human activities are estimated to have caused approximately 1.0°C of 
global warming above pre-industrial levels, with a likely range of 0.8°C to 1.2°C. Global warming 

 
58 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.14, 1502.16. 
59 Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008).  
60 40 C.F.R. §§ 1502.1 and 1502.2(b); 42 U.S.C. §§ 4332(C)(i) and (ii).  
61 IPCC, 2014: Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to 
the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Core Writing Team, R.K. 
Pachauri and L.A. Meyer (eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland, 151 pp. 
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is likely to reach 1.5°C between 2030 and 2052 if it continues to increase at the current rate.”62 
According to the IPCC, “[w]arming of the climate system is unequivocal, and since the 1950s, 
many of the observed changes are unprecedented over decades to millennia. The atmosphere and 
ocean have warmed, the amounts of snow and ice have diminished, and sea level has risen.”63 
According to the Fourth National Climate Assessment published by the U.S. Global Change 
Research Program, “More frequent and intense extreme weather and climate-related events, as 
well as changes in average climate conditions, are expected to continue to damage infrastructure, 
ecosystems, and social systems that provide essential benefits to communities.” 64  

Climate change is upon us. We can see it and experience it in the world around us on a 
daily basis. A cloud of smog above the Los Angeles sky line, rising sea levels, increased prices at 
the grocery store due to a struggling global agricultural supply, dying coral reefs, historic highs in 
forest fire rates in the western United States, super storms ripping across the globe. The global 
population can no longer afford to treat climate change like a potential future threat. Rather, we 
must recognize the harm that has already been done to our planet and combat future harms, which 
involve drastic and immediate action to protect the vital resources we have left. 

Observations from around the world are showing the widespread effects of increasing GHG 
concentrations on Earth’s climate. Years of scientific research, carefully collected data, and 
environmental observations have accumulated to resoundingly confirm that climate change is the 
most significant environmental impact of our time.  

With its business headquarters located right along the California coast, Patagonia is 
particularly susceptible to feeling the profoundly negative effects of climate change.65 Climate 
change contributes to a shortening of California’s rainy season, which also further extends wild 
fire season.66 In 2016 alone, more than 67,000 wildfires burned over 5.5 million acres in the U.S., 
an area equivalent to the size of New Jersey.67 “If global warming continues on pace, the models 

 
62 IPCC, 2018: Summary for Policymakers. In: Global warming of 1.5°C. An IPCC Special Report on the 
impacts of global warming of 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission 
pathways, in the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate change, sustainable 
development, and efforts to eradicate poverty [V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, H. O. Pörtner, D. Roberts, J. 
Skea, P. R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W. Moufouma-Okia, C. Péan, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J. B. R. Matthews, Y. 
Chen, X. Zhou, M. I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor, T. Waterfield (eds.)]. World 
Meteorological Organization, Geneva, Switzerland, 32 pp. 
63 Supra note 61. 
64 Supra note 49. 
65 See the most recent fall 2019 fires, including the Kincade, Hillside, Getty, and Maria Fires, some of 
which occurred mere miles from Patagonia’s headquarters: California Department of Forestry & Fire 
Protection, https://www.fire.ca.gov/incidents/2019/ 
66 Dana Nuccitelli, The many ways climate change worsens California wildfires, Yale Climate Change 
Connections (November 13, 2018), https://www.yaleclimateconnections.org/2018/11/the-many-ways-
climate-change-worsens-california-wildfires/ 
67 Leah Burrows, From sea to rising sea: Climate change in America, Harvard John A. Paulson School of 
Engineering and Applied Sciences (September 13, 2017), https://www.seas.harvard.edu/content/from-sea-
to-rising-sea-climate-change-in-america 
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predict that by 2050 the wildfire season in the western U.S. will be about three weeks longer, twice 
as smoky, and will burn more area.”68 According to a recent analysis conducted by the Washington 
Post, the average temperature in Ventura County has increased by 4.7°F since preindustrial times, 
making Ventura the fastest warming county in the Lower 48 states.69  

In addition to the increased risk of drought and wildfires, coastal states like California will 
experience the effects of sea level rise, increased coastal flooding, and ultimately coastal erosion. 
Approximately 85% of California’s population live and work in coastal counties, which includes 
Ventura, California.70 “In the next several decades, warming produced by climate model 
simulations indicates that sea level rise could substantially exceed the rate experienced during 
modern human development along the California coast and estuaries.”71 As such, the Ventura 
River Estuary located adjacent to Ventura poses an increasingly imminent threat to the entire 
community, including the Patagonia Works headquarters. 

According to the National Ocean Service, sea level can rise by two different mechanisms 
with respect to climate change. “First, as the oceans warm due to an increasing global temperature, 
seawater expands—taking up more space in the ocean basin and causing a rise in water level. The 
second mechanism is the melting of ice over land, which then adds water to the ocean.” 72 Studies 
conducted by the U.S. Geological Survey (“USGS”) show that with sea level rise ranging from 
about 1.5 feet to 6.6 feet by 2100, bluff tops along nearly 300 miles of Southern California coasts 
could lose an average of 62 to 135 feet by 2100, and much more in some areas. 73 Patagonia’s 
headquarters in Ventura is located less than half a mile from the coast, directly in harm’s way. 

Not only is Patagonia’s brick and mortar home at risk due to climate change, the foundation 
of its business is too. For example, a recent study assessed the potential climate change impacts to 
recreational freshwater fishing across the coterminous U.S. The study found that higher air 
temperatures and, to a lesser extent, changes in streamflow, will alter fish habitat, resulting in a 
decline in more desirable recreational fish species and a shift toward less desirable warm-water 
fisheries.74 A significant portion of Patagonia customers utilize Patagonia products for outdoor 

 
68 Id.  
69 Scott Wilson, Fires, floods and free parking: California’s unending fight against climate change, The 
Washington Post (December 5, 2019), https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/2019/national/climate-
environment/climate-change-california/ 
70 Climate Change Impacts in California, State of California Department of Justice Xavier Becerra Attorney 
General, https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact 
71 D.R. Cayan, P.D. Bromirski, K. Hayhoe et al., Climate change projections of sea level extremes along 
the California coast, 87 CLIMATIC CHANGE, at 57 (2008), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-007-9376-7 
72 How is sea level rise related to climate change?, NOAA National Ocean Service, 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/sealevelclimate.html 
73 Sea Level Rise Could Double Erosion Rates of Southern California Coastal Cliffs, United States 
Geographical Survey (July 9, 2018), https://www.usgs.gov/news/sea-level-rise-could-double-erosion-
rates-southern-california-coastal-cliffs 
74 Rhodium Group LLC, 2014: American Climate Prospectus: Economic Risks in the United States, 
Prepared as input to the Risky Business Project Rhodium Group, New York, NY, 201 pp. http://www. 
impactlab.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/ AmericanClimateProspectus_v1.2.pdf citing D. Lane, R. 
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activities, including fishing in the Tongass. A decline in more desirable recreational fish species 
as a result of climate change will directly harm Patagonia through both its customer base and its 
organizational conservation mission. For more on fish and recreation impact, see Sections VII (b) 
and (c) below.  

In addition to the broader national effects of climate change, disturbing observations of a 
warming climate are also experienced more locally in Southeast Alaska. As part of the Arctic, 
Alaska is on the front lines of climate change and is among the fastest warming regions on Earth. 
It is warming faster than any other state, and it faces a myriad of issues associated with a changing 
climate.75 As the climate continues to warm, average annual temperatures in Alaska are projected 
to increase an additional 2 to 4°F by the middle of this century.76 Further, even though total annual 
precipitation and frequency of winter floods are likely to increase in Southeast Alaska, decreasing 
snowpack will decrease the amount of water available for spawning salmon in the summertime.77 

As a coastal state, the impact climate change plays on ocean health is also an important 
consideration in assessing the health of the Tongass. Studies indicate that rapidly rising GHG 
concentrations are driving ocean systems toward conditions not seen for millions of years, with an 
associated risk of fundamental and irreversible ecological transformation.78 The oceans are the 
main store of carbon dioxide (“CO2”) and are estimated to have taken a large portion of 
anthropogenic-sourced CO2 from the atmosphere since the beginning of the industrial revolution, 
when humans began to burn massive amounts of fossil fuel, cut down swaths of CO2-consuming 
forests, and engage in a variety of other CO2-producing activities.79 As the ocean continues to 
shoulder the GHG burden, it comes at a grave cost: ocean warming. Some studies suggest that 
increases in sea temperature and changing ocean currents may lead to a reduction in the uptake of 
CO2 by the ocean. This will necessarily mean that forests like the Tongass will have to shoulder 
the burden of absorbing more CO2, making the preservation of these resources even more vital to 
the preservation of the atmosphere.  

 
Jones, D. Mills, C. Wobus, R.C. Ready, R.W. Buddemeier, and H. Hosterman, Climate change impacts on 
freshwater fish, coral reefs, and related ecosystem services in the United States, 15 CLIMATIC CHANGE 
(2014), doi:10.1007/s10584- 014-1107-2 
75 Markon, C., S. Gray, M. Berman, L. Eerkes-Medrano, T. Hennessy, H. Huntington, J. Littell, M. 
McCammon, R. Thoman, and S. Trainor, 2018: Alaska. In Impacts, Risks, and Adaptation in the United 
States: Fourth National Climate Assessment, Volume II [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, 
K.E. Kunkel, K.L.M. Lewis, T.K. Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research 
Program, Washington, DC, USA, pp. 1185–1241. doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.CH26 
76 Climate Impacts in Alaska, Environmental Protection Agency 
https://19january2017snapshot.epa.gov/climate-impacts/climate-impacts-alaska_.html 
77 Christopher J. Sergeant, Future Challenges for Salmon and the Freshwater Ecosystems of Southeast 
Alaska, National Park Service (June 8, 2018), https://www.nps.gov/articles/aps-17-1-6.htm 
78 Ove Hoegh-Guldberg and John F. Bruno, The Impact of Climate Change on the World’s Marine 
Ecosystems, 328 SCIENCE, at 1523-1528 (June 18, 2010), 
https://science.sciencemag.org/content/328/5985/1523 
79 Philip C. Reid et al., Chapter 1 Impacts of the Oceans on Climate Change, 56 ADVANCES IN MARINE 
BIOLOGY, at 1-150 (2009), https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2881(09)56001-4 
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Ocean warming is accompanied by ocean acidification, which refers to a reduction in the 
pH of the ocean over an extended period caused primarily by the uptake of CO2 from the 
atmosphere, which causes a variety of chemical changes in seawater.80 “Ocean acidification is now 
happening at a faster rate than at any point in the last 66 million years, and possibly in the last 300 
million years. And projections show that by the end of this century, ocean surface waters could be 
more than twice as acidic as they were at the end of last century if we do not reduce our carbon 
emissions.”81 

Given the extensive scientific data about the immediate and growing impacts of climate 
change, any EIS prepared under NEPA must carefully and thoroughly consider all aspects of 
climate change impacts. This should include both a rich discussion of how climate change is 
impacting the resources within the forest in addition to a discussion of how the proposed 
alternatives would contribute to climate change.  

The DEIS fails in this regard, offering only an abbreviated analysis that fails to fully 
account for the harsh impact climate change has brought and will bring to the Tongass. In 
discussing the impact of the alternatives, the DEIS avoids any meaningful analysis by repeatedly 
belaboring that there are uncertainties regarding the scope of climate change and the effects it will 
impose on the forests in Southeast Alaska.82 However, this should not excuse the USFS from 
engaging in a more forthcoming global warming analysis.  

Without a thorough and proper analysis of how climate change impacts the Tongass, and 
the IRAs in particular, the DEIS has failed to consider how climate change is likely to modify 
conditions of each alternative.  

ii. Tongass Old Growth Is Essential to Combat Climate Change  

In addition to failing to fully analyze how severely climate change impacts the Tongass, 
the DEIS also fails to adequately assess how the Action Alternatives, particularly the Preferred 
Alternative, will contribute to climate change themselves.  

The Tongass is home to some of the oldest trees on earth, many dating back more than 800 
years. Spruce, cedar, and western hemlock trees stretch more than 200 feet into the sky and reach 
nearly 12 feet in diameter at chest level.83 One key characteristic of old-growth stands is that they 
include trees of multiple ages and sizes, from seedlings and saplings to pole-sized trees to trees 

 
80 What is Ocean Acidification?, NOAA National Ocean Science, 
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/acidification.html 
81 CO2 and Ocean Acidification: Causes, Impacts, Solutions, Union of Concerned Scientists (January 30, 
2019), https://www.ucsusa.org/resources/co2-and-ocean-acidification 
82 See DEIS at 3-126 – 128. 
83 Lindsay Seventko, Discover 5 of America’s Old-Growth Forests, American Forests (June 16, 2016), 
https://www.americanforests.org/blog/discover-5-of-americas-old-growth-forests/ 
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many centuries old.84 These massive old-growth trees are an essential resource in a world being 
increasingly overcome by the massive influx in GHG emissions.  

The Tongass acts as a buffer against climate change, absorbing according to some estimates 
around 8% of the nation’s annual global warming pollution and storing an estimated 10-12 percent 
of all carbon in our national forests. The sequestered carbon is stored in live woody tissues and 
slowly decomposing organic matter in soil. Old-growth forests, therefore, serve as a global carbon 
sink.85 “Old-growth forests are very effective at trapping climate-warming greenhouse gas like 
carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and storing—or ‘sequestering’—it. The underlying soil 
absorbs some of that heat-trapping gas as well, making forests major carbon sinks and an 
increasingly big part of the discussion when we talk about how to stem the tide of global 
warming.”86 

Keeping these forest carbon sinks intact and undeveloped using policies like the Roadless 
Rule is a key part of any comprehensive plan to confront climate change. The Proposed Rule 
Federal Register publication itself identifies that the USFS manages the National Forest Service to 
“maintain and enhance the quality of the environment to meet the Nation’s current and future 
needs.” The nation, and more broadly the world, currently relies on the carbon sink provided by 
the forest, and will rely on it even more in the future as oceans warm and temperatures rise. These 
natural resources are not limitless. Given the increasing pressure climate change is placing on 
forests, it is essential that the USFS to maintain protections of young-growth and especially old-
growth, which includes the Roadless Rule.  

Not only does the DEIS offer lackluster effort to account for how the Tongass protects 
against climate change, the “Climate and Carbon” analysis goes as far as providing misleading 
information, according to some scientists. In the cumulative effects of climate change and carbon 
sequestration, the DEIS states, “Potential negative effects on the Tongass may be ameliorated and 
may be completely reversed with time, reducing or eliminating potential negative cumulative 
effects on carbon and climate. Carbon emitted during the initial implementation of the 
management actions (e.g., harvest) would have a temporary influence on atmospheric carbon 
concentrations, because carbon would be removed from the atmosphere over time following 
management as the forest regrows.”87  

However, Beverly Law, an Oregon State University professor cited in the DEIS, points out 
that some old-growth trees in the Tongass are more than a thousand years old, so it would take a 

 
84 David Albert, John Schoen, Melanie Smith, and Nathan Walker, Old-Growth & Second-Growth Forest, 
Ecological Atlas of Southeast Alaska at 51, Alaska Audubon (2016), 
https://ak.audubon.org/conservation/ecological-atlas-southeast-alaska 
85 Sebastiaan Luyssaert et al., Old-growth forests as global carbon sinks, 455 NATURE, at 213–215 (2008), 
doi:10.1038/nature07276 
86 Why it’s important to keep the wildest forests free of roads and logging, The Wilderness Society 
(November 12, 2019), https://www.wilderness.org/articles/blog/why-its-important-keep-wildest-forests-
free-roads-and-logging 
87 DEIS at 3-127. 
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very long time for the forest to regain such a huge amount of carbon.88 Although young growth 
will assist in mitigating the loss of older trees, this regrowth could take centuries, leaving the 
environment short on essential carbon sequestration forestation in a time where the planet is 
desperately trying to stay ahead of the curve to prevent climate damage. The earth cannot afford 
to wait centuries for the reemergence of young growth.  

The USFS’s failure to provide forthcoming information on the true impact the Action 
Alternatives would have on carbon emissions, changes in forest carbon stocks, carbon 
sequestration, and global climate change is a fatal flaw of the DEIS environmental analysis. A 
genuine substantive analysis of how the Action Alternatives will impact climate change is required 
under NEPA’s obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of the 
agency’s proposed action. 

iii. The Action Alternatives Will Contribute to Climate Change  

Despite the importance of old growth as a vital carbon sink, due to devastating logging 
practices that utilized a technique of clear-cutting full forest areas, Tongass has lost at least half of 
its old growth forest since the 1950s, which are some of the more important areas for ecological 
integrity and wildlife.89 Not only will the removal of essential old-growth trees contribute to 
climate change by eliminating essential carbon sinks, the practice of logging itself will decrease 
the forest’s ability to store carbon in addition to producing carbon emissions of its own.  

According to NASA, 97% or more of actively publishing climate scientists agree that 
climate-warming trends over the past century are extremely likely due to human activities.90 
Science confirms that a dominant cause of climate change is GHG emissions produced by human 
activities, including CO2 and methane. Studies show that roughly half of the cumulative 
anthropogenic carbon dioxide emissions between 1750 and 2011 have occurred in the last 40 
years.91 GHG from human activities are the most significant driver of observed climate change 
since the mid-20th century.92 

When forests are cleared or burnt, stored carbon is released into the atmosphere, mainly as 
CO2. Global loss of tropical forests has contributed a significant amount of CO2 back into the 

 
88 Adam Aton, Experts Dispute Trump Administration’s Rationale for Alaska Logging, E&E News (October 
22, 2019), https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/experts-dispute-trump-administrations-rationale-
for-alaska-logging/ 
89 Conserving Old-Growth Ecosystems in the Tongass National Forest, Audubon Alaska, 
http://www.audubon.org/sites/default/files/documents/conserving_old-
growth_ecosystems_in_the_tongass_national_forest.pdf 
90 Scientific Consensus: Earth’s Climate is Warming, NASA Global Climate Change, 
https://climate.nasa.gov/scientific-consensus/ 
91 Supra note 61. 
92 IPCC, 2013: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the 
Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker, T.F., D. Qin, G.-K. 
Plattner, M. Tignor, S.K. Allen, J. Boschung, A. Nauels, Y. Xia, V. Bex and P.M. Midgley (eds.)]. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, 1535 pp. 
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atmosphere. Industrial logging results in a large loss of forest carbon storage, and a substantial 
overall increase in carbon emissions that can take decades to recapture with regrowth. Logging 
also destroys a forest ecosystem’s ability to provide natural protections to forest inhabitants against 
extreme weather events. When forests are logged, the carbon that was stored in the trees and soil 
is released into the atmosphere. Further, removing trees eliminates portions of the forest canopy, 
which blocks the sun’s rays during the day and retains heat at night. That disruption leads to more 
extreme temperature swings which, in turn, can be harmful to plants and animals. 

The agency appears to cloak itself in the assertion that no “additional” road building or 
timber harvest will occur as a result of the Action Alternatives. But, the agency’s efforts to remove 
Roadless Rule protections is ultimately an attempt to facilitate access to additional areas within 
the Tongass to remove trees. There would be no reason to proceed with any exemption but for the 
fact that new roads will reduce the costs associated with logging marginal areas and increase the 
rate of deforestation.93 At a bare minimum, the agency must evaluate the climatological impacts 
of the additional loss of trees attributable to these factors. 

b. The DEIS Does Not Provide Sufficient Consideration of How the Alternatives 
Would Impact Tongass Fish Populations and Their Habitats  

As stated in the DEIS, the abundant aquatic system of the Tongass provides spawning and 
rearing habitats for most fish produced in Southeast Alaska, and maintenance of the habitat and 
the associated high-quality water is a focal point of public, state, and federal natural resource 
agencies, as well as user groups.94 Along with its vast woods, the Tongass features miles of pristine 
creeks, rivers, and lakes, including important salmon-spawning streams. The forest also houses 
wetlands, alpine tundra, mountains, and glaciers that host an abundance of water features. The rich 
and abundant Tongass serves as a habitat to several important kinds of fish including five species 
of salmon —Chinook, coho, sockeye, pink, and chum— and several varieties of trout and 
steelhead.  

Indeed, the Tongass is the nation’s top salmon-producing forest. While all fish that inhabit 
the Tongass are important biologically and recreationally, the pacific salmon populations play an 
essential role in Alaska’s marine ecosystem and are a valuable recreational resource as well.95 
Salmon bring marine nutrients inland and provide an important food resource for a variety of 
animals which, in turn, increases the productivity of nearby plants and forests. Salmon also provide 
the forest with fertilizer, making them an important resource for tree growth. Further, fish that 
decay within streams release valuable nutrients which then fertilize the water that feeds the 
developing salmon. According to the Wild Salmon Center, in Southeastern Alaska, spawning 
salmon contribute up to 25% of the nitrogen in the foliage of trees, resulting in tree growth rates 

 
93 Hermann Gucinski, Michael J. Furniss, Robert R. Ziemer, and Martha H. Brooks, Forest Roads, A 
Synthesis of Scientific Information, U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-
GTR-509, Portland, OR, Pacific Northwest Research Station (May 2001).  
94 DEIS at 3-109.  
95 Salmon Research in Alaska, NOAA Fisheries, https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/alaska/science-
data/salmon-research-alaska 
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nearly three-times higher than in areas without salmon spawning.96 Trees depend on salmon, and 
salmon depend on trees.97 

Further, the quality of the water and of the fishing experiences to be found in the Tongass 
make it a destination for anglers from all over the world. Opportunities for both freshwater and 
saltwater shoreline fishing for salmon exist near most towns and cities.98 Additionally, angling for 
Southeast Alaska’s cutthroat trout, steelhead, king and coho salmon, and halibut are world-
renowned. As discussed further below, the state of Alaska receives millions of dollars of tourism 
revenue annually from recreators seeking to fish these species.  

However, many fish species found in the Tongass, salmon populations in particular, are 
dwindling across the globe. According to the National Park Service, the coming decades present 
new climate change challenges and it is unclear if salmon will be able to keep pace with them.99 
In Alaska specifically, Chinook salmon runs have been well below the long-term average.100 
Pacific salmon face serious challenges from climate and landscape change. The largest and oldest 
Chinook salmon, known as “kings”, are disappearing causing fishing operations across Southeast 
Alaska to dwindle.  

The degradation of these fish populations is especially problematic for Southeast Alaskan 
tribes that rely on the preservation of the Tongass and Tongass resources. Alaskan Native 
communities are often the communities that suffer the most due to climate change impacts and 
logging policies that disrupt the ecosystems that tribes rely on. Not only do the salmon of the forest 
have cultural significance to these tribes, they also depend on the health of this ecosystem for food 
security. In addition to salmon and other fisheries, tribes are often dependent upon additional forest 
resources like wildlife for hunting and berries for gathering, both of which would be negatively 
impacted by the Action Alternatives.  

Climate change and ocean acidification has put all the state’s fisheries at risk.101 The DEIS 
details numerous effects climate change may have on fish species throughout the Tongass, and 
even goes as far as to suggest that climate change may have a positive impact on Alaskan fish 
species, as elevated water temperatures may result in faster fish growth.102 However, research 
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shows that this “jumpstart” in freshwater doesn’t necessarily benefit salmon in the long run since 
the native fish then spend more time competing with hatchery fish in the ocean.103 As such, despite 
the DEIS’s efforts to place a positive spin on climate change, in reality these environmental 
pressures are causing fisheries throughout Southeast Alaska to dwindle.  

In addition to harm caused by climate change pressures, fisheries in the Tongass also face 
threats from road construction. Improper culvert placement at road-stream crossings can reduce or 
eliminate fish passage, and road crossings are a common migration barrier to fish.104 Additionally, 
road construction can block the migration routes that prevent fish from feeding, spawning, and 
accessing over-wintering areas. Stream crossings for roads create barriers and can reduce access 
to vital habitats. Human development and habitat degradation are causing wild salmon populations 
to decline.  

Logging and road building in the Tongass have contributed to the problem by increasing 
soil erosion, decreasing streamside trees needed by fish, and blocking fish passages used by salmon 
to migrate to spawning locations. River and stream degradation that occurs as a result of timber 
production adversely affects many other ecosystem services, like erosion control, nutrient cycling, 
and water regulation. 

Roads can facilitate the spread of harmful agents, prevent the movement of species, or be 
a source of pollution.105 Roads also impact water quality through sediment pollution.106 Sediment 
from construction activities and erosion can find its way into watersheds, which can eventually 
cover spawning beds, suffocate eggs, clog gills, and overall make it difficult for fish to survive. 
Further, roads directly affect natural sediment and hydrologic regimes by altering streamflow, 
sediment loading, channel morphology, channel stability, substrate composition, stream 
temperatures, water quality, and riparian conditions in a watershed.107 In addition to road sediment, 
logging practices can also increase risks to fish resources. Because fish benefit from forest 
coverage and carbon emitted from natural forest debris, any increase in the removal of these 
resources is damaging to these aquatic ecosystems.108  

Despite the sensitivity of these vital species and the clear dangers road building and logging 
would bring to their habitat, the DEIS provides that the overall risk to fish resources and 
watersheds amongst the alternatives is unlikely to be large or different from the current 2016 Forest 

 
103 Timothy J. Cline, Jan Ohlberger, Daniel E. Schindler, Effects of warming climate and competition in the 
ocean for life-histories of Pacific salmon, 3 NATURE ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION, at 935-942 (May 27, 2019), 
DOI: 10.1038/s41559-019-0901-7 
104 Supra note 93.  
105 Kevin Boston, The Potential Effects of Forest Roads on the Environment and Mitigating their Impacts, 
2 CURRENT FORESTRY REPORTS, at 215-222 (December 2016), 
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s40725-016-0044-x 
106 Id.  
107 Supra note 93. 
108 Deforestation starves fish, University of Cambridge (June 11, 2014), 
https://www.cam.ac.uk/research/news/deforestation-starves-fish 
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Plan’s projected conditions. However, while none of the alternatives would change Forest Plan 
guidelines developed to protect fish and their habitat, the Action Alternatives would indeed 
provide expanded locational opportunities for road construction and logging. As explained in the 
DEIS section “Transportation, Energy, Communications, and Infrastructure”, Alternatives 3-6 
would be “expected to result in more new road miles” because additional logging opportunities 
may be provided through extending areas removed from roadless designation.109 

Further, and even more problematic, under the Preferred Alternative, the DEIS identifies 
that roads and logging are likely to penetrate much farther into currently roadless areas than under 
Alternatives 1, 2, or 3, resulting in a greater degree of fragmentation.110 As such, because this 
information clearly indicates that the Action Alternatives would create additional threats to fish 
habitat, the DEIS insufficiently concludes that risk to fish resources and watersheds is unlikely to 
change from the current conditions. The USFS must provide a more robust analysis of the 
environmental effects of the Action Alternatives, which would almost certainly find that these 
Alternatives are non-options given the grave dangers they will pose to the dwindling natural fish 
populations.  

c. The DEIS Understates the Impacts on Recreation  

The Tongass is a rich expanse of nearly endless recreational opportunities. Recreators 
travel from far and wide to experience pristine watersheds, untouched forest landscapes, and 
unique wildlife. Fishing expeditions, scenic hikes, bird watching, and many more outdoor 
activities offer visitors and local residents alike not only recreational pursuits, but also provides 
physical, emotional, and even spiritual benefits. The benefits of these outdoor places diminish 
when landscapes are littered with logging infrastructure.  

The visitor industry accounts for 60% of natural resource-based employment in Southeast 
Alaska.111 According to the University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, “[I]n-state 
consumer spending related to outdoor recreation trips amounts to nearly $3.2 billion annually. That 
spending creates about 29,000 direct jobs, and 38,100 total jobs through a multiplier effect (indirect 
and induced). About one job in ten in Alaska is tied to trip-related outdoor recreation spending.”112 
The profitability of the outdoor recreation industry stands in stark comparison to the timber 
industry. The USFS’s move to expand logging in the Tongass follows decades of the federal 
government subsidizing timber sales in the national forest, often amounting to millions of dollars 
per year. The USFS should not jeopardize the preservation of hundreds of thousands of acres of 
Tongass forest that provide the foundation for the lucrative recreation industry at the expense of 
the failing timber industry.  

 
109 DEIS at 3-144.  
110 DEIS at 3-68. 
111 DEIS at 3-27. 
112 The University of Alaska Center for Economic Development, Economic Development in Alaska: 
Outdoor Recreation Impacts and Opportunities (March 2019), https://ua-ced.org/blog/2019/3/13/outdoor-
recreation-in-alaska-impacts-and-opportunities 
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Visitors often use outfitters or guides to assist in their enjoyment of these great outdoors. 
For the most part, outfitters and guides ensure that recreational activities are conducted in a manner 
that protects environmental resources. Changes in land management have the potential to affect 
outfitter/guide operations that provide commercial recreation opportunities on the forest. As 
identified in the DEIS itself, “By expanding the acres available for harvest, Alternatives 4 to 6 
could add to these potential impacts [to outfitter/guide use] by increasing the number and 
geographic extent of the acres affected.”113 Not only does the destruction of the natural appearance 
of the forest deplete the areas of viable recreational opportunity, it then necessarily forces 
outfitter/guides to condense their operations, creating a crowding effect that detracts from the 
entire recreational experience sought in the first place.  

Because wildlife observation is an alluring recreational opportunity for visitors and locals, 
the Alternatives’ impact on wildlife is also of importance in this analysis. The destruction of trees 
through logging practices removes shelter from the elements, can directly destroy homes, and 
changes the overall landscape animals inhabit. Forest ecosystems foster high levels of biodiversity 
which creates complex food webs that wildlife all up and down the food chain depend on.  

The DEIS states, “Timber harvest in newly opened areas and associated road construction 
or reconstruction has the potential to decrease the value of these roadless areas to wildlife through 
increased habitat fragmentation and reduced landscape connectivity.”114 However, it is likely this 
is more than a potential possibility. When continuous stretches of forest are disrupted by logging, 
habitat is divided into smaller and more isolated fragments which forces wildlife into distorted, 
unnatural habitat formations. Studies show habitat fragmentation can reduce biodiversity 
significantly and impair key ecosystem functions by decreasing biomass and altering nutrient 
cycles.115 Fragmented populations can produce increased demographic fluctuation, inbreeding, 
loss of genetic variability, and local extinctions.116 

This will be especially true in the Action Alternatives, which would allow logging and road 
construction in more expansive areas of the forest. While the Action Alternatives wouldn’t 
necessarily lead to more acres logged under the current 2016 Forest Plan, their effects would be 
far more disruptive to the natural landscapes wildlife depends on. Species like the Sitka black-
tailed deer, black and brown bears, American martens, and Alexander Archipelago wolves are 
essential not only for the biodiversity of the Tongass, but also for the recreation industry that relies 
on wild animals. The Tongass also has the potential for occurrence of numerous threatened and 
endangered species under the Endangered Species Act, including short-tailed albatross, humpback 
whale, fin whale, sperm whale, and Steller sea lion.117 

 
113 DEIS at 3-50.  
114 DEIS at 3-90. 
115 Nick M. Haddad et al., Habitat fragmentation and its lasting impact on Earth’s ecosystems, 1 SCIENCE 
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Roads can increase harassment, poaching, collisions with vehicles, and displacement of 
terrestrial vertebrates, which affect many large mammals.118 As such, not only will the removal of 
the Roadless Rule directly harm wildlife, it will also inadvertently further harm recreational 
pursuits as recreators have less opportunity to connect with nature through the observation of 
wildlife.  

DEIS Figure 3.10-1 demonstrates the increase in primitive old-growth acres that will 
become suitable for harvest under the alternatives. Even if the total volumes expected to be 
harvested are the same under each alternative, it is the extended reach of areas that will be deemed 
suitable for harvest under the Action Alternatives that creates a direct threat to recreational 
pursuits. By providing more suitable acres for harvest in deeper and more primitive stretches of 
the forest, these Alternatives pose a grave danger to the sanctity of the landscape that is essential 
for recreational purposes. Visitors do not travel all the way to the Tongass to see patches of cleared 
land amongst the landscape. The DEIS states that “Old-growth acres harvested in recreation places 
important for fishing and tourism would be expected to increase relative to Alternative 1.”119 This 
result is unacceptable.  

Further, the DEIS attempts to limit its analysis of environmental consequences of the 
alternatives on recreation and tourism by repeatedly asserting that actual logging locations and 
road development activities will vary depending on the timber sales carried out and, as such, it is 
difficult to evaluate the effects of the alternatives on particular groups of recreation resources.120 
However, this is nothing more than a thinly veiled excuse to avoid disclosing the harmful effects 
of repealing the Roadless Rule. Regardless of where these additional timber sales are carried out, 
they will certainly devastate the natural landscape that currently exists. This will negatively impact 
recreational use, as it destroys the sanctity recreators seek.  

Protecting recreation areas is of particular importance to Patagonia given the industry that 
it serves. Without the preservation of wild spaces, both customers and employees will have limited 
opportunities to explore this ancient forest in its natural composition. This deprivation of recreation 
is a loss Patagonia cannot afford in a world that is increasingly scorched by the destructive force 
of climate change. Because the Action Alternatives will expand the spatial distribution of future 
logging activities which will necessarily degrade recreational opportunities, the No Action 
Alternative is the only viable option.  

VIII. Mitigation - Tongass 77 Watersheds and The Nature Conservancy/Audubon 
Conservation Priority Areas 

The Tongass 77 Watersheds (“T77 Watersheds”) were identified through a comprehensive 
process where numerous organizations including the Audubon Society, The Nature Conservancy 
(“TNC”) and Trout Unlimited, in consultation with federal and state biologists and various 
community and business stakeholder groups, identified the most important salmon producing 
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watersheds that lacked watershed-scale protections.121 In addition to including valuable fish 
habitat, these areas include watersheds that capture other biological values to ensure the region 
will sustain a viable ecosystem. The conservation of these areas is essential to the ecological health 
of Southeast Alaska.  

The 2016 Forest Plan prohibits old-growth timber harvest in T77 Watersheds and 
TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas. However, as demonstrated in DEIS Table 3.3c-1, 
suitable young growth in these areas increases between the Action Alternatives.122 Given the 
environmental and ecological importance of these habitats, the USFS should add mitigation 
measures to protect these wild spaces and mitigate the adverse environmental impacts young 
growth harvesting would impose. Mitigation is an important mechanism agencies can use to 
minimize the potential adverse environmental impacts associated with their actions.123 Patagonia 
supports the continued protection of these essential conservation areas for the health and wellbeing 
of delicate fish populations.  

IX. Conclusion  

Patagonia strongly opposes the Action Alternatives set forth in the DEIS due to their 
fundamental failure to consider and analyze the realistic impact of removing IRAs on the Tongass 
environment. Particularly, the Action Alternatives are missing a robust and necessary analysis of 
climate change influence. Patagonia urges the USFS to select Alternative 1, the only alternative 
that would refrain from further harming the ecological health of the Tongass and thus, in turn, the 
environmental health of the United States through the preservation of the essential carbon sink. 
The Tongass should not be exempt from the Roadless Rule. Additionally, the USFS should 
undertake further environmental analysis as it pertains to the findings of the 2016 Forest Plan.  

 
121 The Tongass 77: Protecting Southeast Alaska’s Best Salmon Watersheds, The Tongass National Forest 
American Salmon Forest, http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-tongass-77-factsheet.html 
122 DEIS at 3-114.  
123 40 C.F.R. § 1502.16(h). 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: LeeAllen 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, LeeAllen Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: LeeLAllen 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is LeeLAllen Meyer and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, LeeLAllen Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leonard 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leonard Meyer and I live in Batavia, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leonard Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Meyer and I live in Fontana, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Loren 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Damage and destruction to our natural world has undeniable consequences. A recent Times editorial by Ms 
Sebastian and Ms Anderson about the proposed change to the roadless rule on Prince of Wales Island clearly 
articulates the struggle between greed and the preservation of sustainable activities. 
 
 
 
It seems mindless that the USA is taking down dams and spending billions of dollars to restore salmon habitat 
while Alaska wants to harvest timber and minerals from the few viable habitats that remain for nurturing 
salmon. 
 
 
 
Perhaps creating a fund for Alaska's politicians to give their constituencies is a better idea. Then there is very 
little support for this destructive behavior. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilee 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilee Meyer and I live in Port Angeles, Washington. 
 
Our remaining wild forests need to be protected for the health of our environment and the diversity of plant and 
animal species in the last wild spaces, as well as for the enjoyment and benefit of future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marilee Meyer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilee 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilee Meyer and I live in Port Angeles, Washington. 
 
 
Our remaining wild forests need to be protected for the health of our environment and the diversity of plant and 
animal species in the last wild spaces, as well as for the enjoyment and benefit of future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilee Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1019 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I *live* [text underlined for emphasis] and *work* [text underlined for emphasis] -commercial fish on the lands 
and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National Forest is critical to sustaining 
my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and camping, to our tourism and 
commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass 
contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National 
Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Meyer and I live in Simsbury, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Meyer and I live in Mount Shasta, California. 
 
 
Always keep Earth's interests above corporate interests. This is possible for the Tongass. Do it. Mike 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Moranda 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Moranda Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paulette 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paulette Meyer and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paulette Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peter Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phil Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phil Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Meyer and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Meyer and I live in Newberg, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Meyer and I live in Jeffersonville, Indiana. 
 
 
Please keep working on cleaning our air its bad enough as it is dont make it worse 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tara Meyer and I live in Barre, Vermont. 
 
 
No Action is the only honorable choice. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tara Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tara Meyer and I live in Barre, Vermont. 
 
 
No Action is the only honorable choice. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tara Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Terry Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5706 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Twyla 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Twyla Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Twyla 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Twyla Meyer and I live in Pomona, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Twyla Meyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wes 
Last name: Meyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Meyerhans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steve Meyerhans 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Meyerhardt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Meyerhardt and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Meyerhardt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Meyerparthemore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phyllis Meyerparthemore and I live in Kanab, Utah. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phyllis Meyerparthemore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian Meyers and I live in [@advCity], New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brian Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Meyers and I live in La Selva Beach, California. 
 
 
We all have one LIFE to live~~and we needCLEAN AIR AND CLEAN WATER to live it!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Drew 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jamie Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeffrey Meyers and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeffrey Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeff Meyers, MSc, and I am a professional wildlife biologist. I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 
#1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeffrey Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michele Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Meyers and I live in Denville, New Jersey. 
 
I strongly believe preservation of forests to be a very critical issue. The message below that I am sending you 
did come to me from an organization that I support and whose information I trust. Please know that I have read 
it entirely and agree with it fully, and in fact, I could not have said it better. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Paul Meyers 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Meyers and I live in Howell, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Meyerson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Howard Meyerson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Meylor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Mezger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joen 
Last name: mi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joen mi and I live in Banning, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joen mi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
public comment 
 
To the U.S. Forest Service, December 15, 2019 
 
I write to support Alternative #1 on the Tongass Forest Roadless Plan. My credentials include ownership of a 
lumber business (www.crossroadslumber.com), a BA degree from University of Massachusetts (Amherst), 
commercial salmon, halibut, black cod, Dungeness and snow crab harvest in Southeast Alaska, wildlife 
biologist employment with Cornell University and North Slope Borough, and mother. 
 
The Roadless Rule, in its current form, creates an effective structure to uphold and effectively comply with the 
legal responsibilities established in the Tongass Forest Plan. 
 
My opinion is based upon the extent and value of the Tongass Forest. The forest performs a far greater service 
to humankind in its intact form than as processed lumber. The employment and proposed revenue resulting 
from renewed road-building and timber sales would be short-term and cannot compete with the benefits 
accrued by preserving this forest. Anyone who has visited Southeast Alaska knows the scent of the richest air 
on the planet. That air contributes to the ambient air quality all over the world. The value of that, for every 
generation to follow, is beyond calculation. 
 
Rather than moving backward, resuming extended logging practices, we have the chance now to recognize this 
opportunity to protect a legacy. Alaska leads the world in fisheries management and recreational opportunity. 
This rare intact forest increases in value with every day that passes, and every acre of forest lost in other parts 
of the world. Recognize this value, and the contrasting brief potential profit that any alternative besides 
Alternative #1 would create. Re-planting trees will not recreate this forest. The annual negative impact upon 
fisheries and tourism would be substantial and significant. The cuts and roads would permanently reduce the 
value of Alaska as a whole. 
 
My work in relation to the Tongass, as fisher, biologist, tourist, business owner and mother, will be affected by 
you. Alternative #1 would keep fish habitat strong, maintain the highest quality wildlife habitat, increase my job 
opportunities, enhance my family's recreational experience, and increase the value of the wood that our 
company sells. Most of all, my children (and their children) will have better air to breath. 
 
Thank you for your consideration - 
 
Mia Grifalconi 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sam 
Last name: Micel 
Organization: 0 
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the forest alone, there is plenty of lumber renewal and tree farms throughout the U.S. and Canada. Once 
the ok is given to cut ancient trees down....it won't stop till the area is bare affecting temperature, wildlife, and 
the livelyhood of people. Better check Native American laws and rights. 
 
Concerned citizen... 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Miceli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Miceli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5602 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dale 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please see attached comment letter. 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
 
 
To: Secretary Purdue, United States Forest Service, and Alaska Roadless Team 
 
 
 
I am submitting these comments in opposition to the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 6 (full 
exemption) as identified in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and the Federal Register Notice of the 
Proposed Rule. 
 
 
 
The Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) and begin a public rulemaking 
process (published on August 30, 2018) stated that [ldquo]the Department, Forest Service, and State of Alaska 
agree that the controversy surrounding the management of roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest 
may be resolved through state-specific rulemaking.[rdquo] The purpose and need statement, as identified in 
the NOI, went on to state that a [ldquo]long-term, durable approach to roadless area management is 
needed,[rdquo] and that [ldquo]the current timber harvest and road construction/reconstruction restrictions can 
be adjusted for the Tongass National Forest in a manner than meaningfully addresses local economic and 
development concerns while balancing roadless area conservation needs.[rdquo]   Please tell me how you 
believe you have responded to this need when, in the face of overwhelming support for continuation of the 
2001 Roadless Rule (as evidenced by the vast majority of public comments in response to scoping), you now 
propose a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule as your preferred alternative? 
 
 
 
I call your attention to the proposed action, as stated in the NOI: 
 
 
 
The Department proposes to develop a durable and long-lasting regulation for the conservation and 
management of roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest. The state-specific roadless rule would 
establish a land classification system designed to conserve roadless area characteristics on the Tongass 
National Forest while accommodating timber harvesting and road construction/reconstruction activities that are 
determined to be needed for forest management, economic development opportunities, and the exercise of 
valid existing rights or other non-discretionary authorities. 
 
 
 
This is what you proposed to do in August 2018.  This is what you told the public you would be pursuing, and, 
based on that proposal, you accepted comments, identified the issues the public was concerned about, 
developed alternatives to your proposed action in response to those issues, and analyzed the effects of those 
alternatives.  That is what the roadless team speaker explained in the recent public meeting I attended.  That 



process made sense, and could have led to an Alaska-specific rule that resolved controversy and provided for 
the unique needs of the communities in Southeast Alaska. It could have, if that process was actually followed. 
 
 
 
All of the input you received, considered, and responded to was based on what you told the public you intended 
to do just over a year ago.  Now I call your attention to the proposed action as stated in the DEIS: 
 
 
 
The USDA desires a durable and long-lasting regulation for the management of roadless areas in Alaska on 
the Tongass. The State-specific roadless rule would discontinue the existing regulation[rsquo]s prohibitions and 
instead rely on existing statutory and management plan direction to manage roadless area characteristics on 
the Tongass. 
 
 
 
The proposed action obviously changed at some point along the way, and now says nothing about 
conservation of roadless area characteristics or any balancing of the need to conserve roadless area 
characteristics, which provide for community economic well-being in various ways, while accommodating other 
economic development needs.    
 
 
 
When did your proposed action change, and, when it changed, why didn[rsquo]t you go back out to the public 
with a revised NOI to tell them you were now proposing a full exemption and no longer intended to 
[ldquo]develop a durable and long-lasing regulation[rdquo] that was [ldquo]designed to conserve roadless area 
characteristics while accommodating [hellip] (other activities)?[rdquo]  What comments would you have 
received in response to that revised NOI?  What issues would you have heard then? How would that have 
affected this process?  Or had your decision already been made and you simply don[rsquo]t care? 
 
 
 
By failing to update the public on your actual proposal and seek input on it when it changed, I believe you 
violated NEPA.  Section 1501.7 states that [ldquo]there shall be an early and open process for determining the 
scope of issues to be addressed and for identifying the significant issues related to a proposed action.[rdquo]  
Doesn[rsquo]t it follow, then, that if the proposed action changes, as it did between the NOI and DEIS here, the 
issues (including significant issues) to be addressed in the EIS might also change?  
 
 
 
In response to the NOI, you received over 144,000 comments, according to agency staff, and the vast majority 
of those comments were in support of maintaining the 2001 Roadless Rule on the Tongass.  The key issues 
identified, based on the comments, were 1) the conservation of roadless area characteristics; 2) support for 
local and regional socio-economic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic 
opportunity across multiple economic sectors; and 3) conservation of terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and 
biological diversity.  How does the preferred alternative, a full exemption, respond to those issues?  And 
don[rsquo]t tell me that the Tongass Forest Plan will remain in place to respond to those issues because you 
know the Plan is subject to change. In fact, the State of Alaska and resource extraction industries have already 
requested changes to the Forest Plan. 
 
 
 
In fact, you are already changing the Forest Plan.  In 2016, Regional Forester Beth Pendleton said that the 
suitability of the forest lands for timber harvest was a decision made in the Forest Plan and, regardless of the 
status of the Roadless Rule, any changes to that suitability would require a forest plan amendment.  This was 
repeated by the Forest Service official at the Juneau scoping meeting in 2018. Yet now you say that suitability 
will be changed in the rule [ldquo]as an administrative change.[rdquo] How can you change the suitability, a 



forest plan decision, as an [ldquo]administrative change,[rdquo] without complying with the National Forest 
Management Act and the planning regulations?  
 
 
 
You include other [ldquo]administrative corrections or modifications[rdquo] in the proposed rule that were not 
discussed or identified in the NOI or earlier public meetings, notably the provisions related to the Chugach 
National Forest. What is your intent there?  To allow development on that forest as well, through back-door 
[ldquo]administrative changes[rdquo] to the boundaries of the roadless areas? 
 
 
 
The USDA has a pattern of telling the public and other entities one thing, while doing something radically 
different, so why should anyone trust that the [ldquo]administrative changes[rdquo] would be minor and only 
administrative?  In June of this year, you told the Alaska tribes and corporations that your preferred alternatives 
were Alternatives 3 and 4, yet just weeks later it was revealed that the agency was moving forward with a full 
exemption.  In failing to update your communication with the tribes and corporations, you violated the 
responsibilities you have to consult with them, government to government.  One might even say you lied to 
them.  
 
 
 
Secretary Purdue, Forest Service, and Alaska Roadless Team, it[rsquo]s time to be honest.  And it[rsquo]s time 
to respond to the misrepresentations of the rule that you, the State of Alaska, and the timber industry want the 
public to believe.  The 2001 Roadless Rule does not prohibit renewable energy, recreation projects, electrical 
intertie projects, mining activities, or vital roads and transportation systems.  Review the exceptions to the Rule, 
which you have relied on in approving nearly 60 projects in roadless areas since 2001 Rule.  Given the costs of 
road construction in Southeast Alaska, I doubt that it even makes those projects that rely on helicopter or other 
access more expensive. Regardless of that [ndash] the Forest Service apparently heard those concerns and 
addressed them in the exceptions that were included in the alternatives that were developed for the DEIS.  It 
does not need a full exemption to respond to those concerns. 
 
 
 
I ask you to consider the comments you have heard from the people who live in Southeast Alaska, who rely on 
the Tongass National Forest. I ask you to consider what you have said you want to achieve [ndash] a durable 
and long-lasting regulation that resolves the controversy.  Please do not select Alternative 6, the full exemption.  
It will only lead to more controversy. Please listen to the majority of the comments you have received, 
especially the comments from the tribes and communities in Southeast Alaska, and select an alternative that 
conserves the roadless areas they rely on for subsistence and recreation while at the same time provides for 
the access they need for infrastructure, utility systems, and the socio-economic well being of their people.  I 
believe Alternative 2 does all of that. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
C. Dale Michael 
 
Douglas, Alaska 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 



 
 
 
To: Secretary Purdue, United States Forest Service, and Alaska Roadless Team 
 
 
 
I am submitting these comments in opposition to the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 6 (full 
exemption) as identified in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and the Federal Register Notice of the 
Proposed Rule. 
 
 
 
The Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) and begin a public rulemaking 
process (published on August 30, 2018) stated that [ldquo]the Department, Forest Service, and State of Alaska 
agree that the controversy surrounding the management of roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest 
may be resolved through state-specific rulemaking.[rdquo] The purpose and need statement, as identified in 
the NOI, went on to state that a [ldquo]long-term, durable approach to roadless area management is 
needed,[rdquo] and that [ldquo]the current timber harvest and road construction/reconstruction restrictions can 
be adjusted for the Tongass National Forest in a manner than meaningfully addresses local economic and 
development concerns while balancing roadless area conservation needs.[rdquo]   Please tell me how you 
believe you have responded to this need when, in the face of overwhelming support for continuation of the 
2001 Roadless Rule (as evidenced by the vast majority of public comments in response to scoping), you now 
propose a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule as your preferred alternative? 
 
 
 
I call your attention to the proposed action, as stated in the NOI: 
 
 
 
The Department proposes to develop a durable and long-lasting regulation for the conservation and 
management of roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest. The state-specific roadless rule would 
establish a land classification system designed to conserve roadless area characteristics on the Tongass 
National Forest while accommodating timber harvesting and road construction/reconstruction activities that are 
determined to be needed for forest management, economic development opportunities, and the exercise of 
valid existing rights or other non-discretionary authorities. 
 
 
 
This is what you proposed to do in August 2018.  This is what you told the public you would be pursuing, and, 
based on that proposal, you accepted comments, identified the issues the public was concerned about, 
developed alternatives to your proposed action in response to those issues, and analyzed the effects of those 
alternatives.  That is what the roadless team speaker explained in the recent public meeting I attended.  That 
process made sense, and could have led to an Alaska-specific rule that resolved controversy and provided for 
the unique needs of the communities in Southeast Alaska. It could have, if that process was actually followed. 
 
 
 
All of the input you received, considered, and responded to was based on what you told the public you intended 
to do just over a year ago.  Now I call your attention to the proposed action as stated in the DEIS: 
 
 
 
The USDA desires a durable and long-lasting regulation for the management of roadless areas in Alaska on 
the Tongass. The State-specific roadless rule would discontinue the existing regulation[rsquo]s prohibitions and 
instead rely on existing statutory and management plan direction to manage roadless area characteristics on 
the Tongass. 
 



 
 
The proposed action obviously changed at some point along the way, and now says nothing about 
conservation of roadless area characteristics or any balancing of the need to conserve roadless area 
characteristics, which provide for community economic well-being in various ways, while accommodating other 
economic development needs.    
 
 
 
When did your proposed action change, and, when it changed, why didn[rsquo]t you go back out to the public 
with a revised NOI to tell them you were now proposing a full exemption and no longer intended to 
[ldquo]develop a durable and long-lasing regulation[rdquo] that was [ldquo]designed to conserve roadless area 
characteristics while accommodating [hellip] (other activities)?[rdquo]  What comments would you have 
received in response to that revised NOI?  What issues would you have heard then? How would that have 
affected this process?  Or had your decision already been made and you simply don[rsquo]t care? 
 
 
 
By failing to update the public on your actual proposal and seek input on it when it changed, I believe you 
violated NEPA.  Section 1501.7 states that [ldquo]there shall be an early and open process for determining the 
scope of issues to be addressed and for identifying the significant issues related to a proposed action.[rdquo]  
Doesn[rsquo]t it follow, then, that if the proposed action changes, as it did between the NOI and DEIS here, the 
issues (including significant issues) to be addressed in the EIS might also change?  
 
 
 
In response to the NOI, you received over 144,000 comments, according to agency staff, and the vast majority 
of those comments were in support of maintaining the 2001 Roadless Rule on the Tongass.  The key issues 
identified, based on the comments, were 1) the conservation of roadless area characteristics; 2) support for 
local and regional socio-economic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic 
opportunity across multiple economic sectors; and 3) conservation of terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and 
biological diversity.  How does the preferred alternative, a full exemption, respond to those issues?  And 
don[rsquo]t tell me that the Tongass Forest Plan will remain in place to respond to those issues because you 
know the Plan is subject to change. In fact, the State of Alaska and resource extraction industries have already 
requested changes to the Forest Plan. 
 
 
 
In fact, you are already changing the Forest Plan.  In 2016, Regional Forester Beth Pendleton said that the 
suitability of the forest lands for timber harvest was a decision made in the Forest Plan and, regardless of the 
status of the Roadless Rule, any changes to that suitability would require a forest plan amendment.  This was 
repeated by the Forest Service official at the Juneau scoping meeting in 2018. Yet now you say that suitability 
will be changed in the rule [ldquo]as an administrative change.[rdquo] How can you change the suitability, a 
forest plan decision, as an [ldquo]administrative change,[rdquo] without complying with the National Forest 
Management Act and the planning regulations?  
 
 
 
You include other [ldquo]administrative corrections or modifications[rdquo] in the proposed rule that were not 
discussed or identified in the NOI or earlier public meetings, notably the provisions related to the Chugach 
National Forest. What is your intent there?  To allow development on that forest as well, through back-door 
[ldquo]administrative changes[rdquo] to the boundaries of the roadless areas? 
 
 
 
The USDA has a pattern of telling the public and other entities one thing, while doing something radically 
different, so why should anyone trust that the [ldquo]administrative changes[rdquo] would be minor and only 
administrative?  In June of this year, you told the Alaska tribes and corporations that your preferred alternatives 
were Alternatives 3 and 4, yet just weeks later it was revealed that the agency was moving forward with a full 



exemption.  In failing to update your communication with the tribes and corporations, you violated the 
responsibilities you have to consult with them, government to government.  One might even say you lied to 
them.  
 
 
 
Secretary Purdue, Forest Service, and Alaska Roadless Team, it[rsquo]s time to be honest.  And it[rsquo]s time 
to respond to the misrepresentations of the rule that you, the State of Alaska, and the timber industry want the 
public to believe.  The 2001 Roadless Rule does not prohibit renewable energy, recreation projects, electrical 
intertie projects, mining activities, or vital roads and transportation systems.  Review the exceptions to the Rule, 
which you have relied on in approving nearly 60 projects in roadless areas since 2001 Rule.  Given the costs of 
road construction in Southeast Alaska, I doubt that it even makes those projects that rely on helicopter or other 
access more expensive. Regardless of that [ndash] the Forest Service apparently heard those concerns and 
addressed them in the exceptions that were included in the alternatives that were developed for the DEIS.  It 
does not need a full exemption to respond to those concerns. 
 
 
 
I ask you to consider the comments you have heard from the people who live in Southeast Alaska, who rely on 
the Tongass National Forest. I ask you to consider what you have said you want to achieve [ndash] a durable 
and long-lasting regulation that resolves the controversy.  Please do not select Alternative 6, the full exemption.  
It will only lead to more controversy. Please listen to the majority of the comments you have received, 
especially the comments from the tribes and communities in Southeast Alaska, and select an alternative that 
conserves the roadless areas they rely on for subsistence and recreation while at the same time provides for 
the access they need for infrastructure, utility systems, and the socio-economic well being of their people.  I 
believe Alternative 2 does all of that. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
C. Dale Michael 
 
Douglas, Alaska 
 
[Position] 
 



Comments on Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and Draft Environment Impact Statement 
December 17, 2019 

 
 
To: Secretary Purdue, United States Forest Service, and Alaska Roadless Team 
 
I am submitting these comments in opposition to the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, 
Alternative 6 (full exemption) as identified in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and the Federal Register Notice of the Proposed Rule. 
 
The Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) and begin a 
public rulemaking process (published on August 30, 2018) stated that “the Department, 
Forest Service, and State of Alaska agree that the controversy surrounding the management 
of roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest may be resolved through state-specific 
rulemaking.” The purpose and need statement, as identified in the NOI, went on to state 
that a “long-term, durable approach to roadless area management is needed,” and that “the 
current timber harvest and road construction/reconstruction restrictions can be adjusted 
for the Tongass National Forest in a manner than meaningfully addresses local economic 
and development concerns while balancing roadless area conservation needs.”   Please tell 
me how you believe you have responded to this need when, in the face of overwhelming 
support for continuation of the 2001 Roadless Rule (as evidenced by the vast majority of 
public comments in response to scoping), you now propose a full exemption from the 2001 
Roadless Rule as your preferred alternative?  
 
I call your attention to the proposed action, as stated in the NOI: 
 

The Department proposes to develop a durable and long-lasting regulation for the 
conservation and management of roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest. 
The state-specific roadless rule would establish a land classification system 
designed to conserve roadless area characteristics on the Tongass National Forest 
while accommodating timber harvesting and road construction/reconstruction 
activities that are determined to be needed for forest management, economic 
development opportunities, and the exercise of valid existing rights or other non-
discretionary authorities. 

 
This is what you proposed to do in August 2018.  This is what you told the public you 
would be pursuing, and, based on that proposal, you accepted comments, identified the 
issues the public was concerned about, developed alternatives to your proposed action in 
response to those issues, and analyzed the effects of those alternatives.  That is what the 
roadless team speaker explained in the recent public meeting I attended.  That process 
made sense, and could have led to an Alaska-specific rule that resolved controversy and 
provided for the unique needs of the communities in Southeast Alaska. It could have, if that 
process was actually followed. 
 
All of the input you received, considered, and responded to was based on what you told the 
public you intended to do just over a year ago.  Now I call your attention to the proposed 
action as stated in the DEIS: 
 



Comments on Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and Draft Environment Impact Statement 
December 17, 2019 

The USDA desires a durable and long-lasting regulation for the management of 
roadless areas in Alaska on the Tongass. The State-specific roadless rule would 
discontinue the existing regulation’s prohibitions and instead rely on existing 
statutory and management plan direction to manage roadless area characteristics 
on the Tongass. 

 
The proposed action obviously changed at some point along the way, and now says nothing 
about conservation of roadless area characteristics or any balancing of the need to 
conserve roadless area characteristics, which provide for community economic well-being 
in various ways, while accommodating other economic development needs.    
 
When did your proposed action change, and, when it changed, why didn’t you go back out 
to the public with a revised NOI to tell them you were now proposing a full exemption and 
no longer intended to “develop a durable and long-lasing regulation” that was “designed to 
conserve roadless area characteristics while accommodating … (other activities)?”  What 
comments would you have received in response to that revised NOI?  What issues would 
you have heard then? How would that have affected this process?  Or had your decision 
already been made and you simply don’t care? 
 
By failing to update the public on your actual proposal and seek input on it when it 
changed, I believe you violated NEPA.  Section 1501.7 states that “there shall be an early 
and open process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed and for identifying 
the significant issues related to a proposed action.”  Doesn’t it follow, then, that if the 
proposed action changes, as it did between the NOI and DEIS here, the issues (including 
significant issues) to be addressed in the EIS might also change?   
 
In response to the NOI, you received over 144,000 comments, according to agency staff, 
and the vast majority of those comments were in support of maintaining the 2001 Roadless 
Rule on the Tongass.  The key issues identified, based on the comments, were 1) the 
conservation of roadless area characteristics; 2) support for local and regional socio-
economic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic 
opportunity across multiple economic sectors; and 3) conservation of terrestrial habitat, 
aquatic habitat, and biological diversity.  How does the preferred alternative, a full 
exemption, respond to those issues?  And don’t tell me that the Tongass Forest Plan will 
remain in place to respond to those issues because you know the Plan is subject to change. 
In fact, the State of Alaska and resource extraction industries have already requested 
changes to the Forest Plan. 
 
In fact, you are already changing the Forest Plan.  In 2016, Regional Forester Beth 
Pendleton said that the suitability of the forest lands for timber harvest was a decision 
made in the Forest Plan and, regardless of the status of the Roadless Rule, any changes to 
that suitability would require a forest plan amendment.  This was repeated by the Forest 
Service official at the Juneau scoping meeting in 2018. Yet now you say that suitability will 
be changed in the rule “as an administrative change.” How can you change the suitability, a 
forest plan decision, as an “administrative change,” without complying with the National 
Forest Management Act and the planning regulations?   



Comments on Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and Draft Environment Impact Statement 
December 17, 2019 

 
You include other “administrative corrections or modifications” in the proposed rule that 
were not discussed or identified in the NOI or earlier public meetings, notably the 
provisions related to the Chugach National Forest. What is your intent there?  To allow 
development on that forest as well, through back-door “administrative changes” to the 
boundaries of the roadless areas? 
 
The USDA has a pattern of telling the public and other entities one thing, while doing 
something radically different, so why should anyone trust that the “administrative 
changes” would be minor and only administrative?  In June of this year, you told the Alaska 
tribes and corporations that your preferred alternatives were Alternatives 3 and 4, yet just 
weeks later it was revealed that the agency was moving forward with a full exemption.  In 
failing to update your communication with the tribes and corporations, you violated the 
responsibilities you have to consult with them, government to government.  One might 
even say you lied to them.   
 
Secretary Purdue, Forest Service, and Alaska Roadless Team, it’s time to be honest.  And it’s 
time to respond to the misrepresentations of the rule that you, the State of Alaska, and the 
timber industry want the public to believe.  The 2001 Roadless Rule does not prohibit 
renewable energy, recreation projects, electrical intertie projects, mining activities, or vital 
roads and transportation systems.  Review the exceptions to the Rule, which you have 
relied on in approving nearly 60 projects in roadless areas since 2001 Rule.  Given the costs 
of road construction in Southeast Alaska, I doubt that it even makes those projects that rely 
on helicopter or other access more expensive. Regardless of that – the Forest Service 
apparently heard those concerns and addressed them in the exceptions that were included 
in the alternatives that were developed for the DEIS.  It does not need a full exemption to 
respond to those concerns.  
 
I ask you to consider the comments you have heard from the people who live in Southeast 
Alaska, who rely on the Tongass National Forest. I ask you to consider what you have said 
you want to achieve – a durable and long-lasting regulation that resolves the controversy.  
Please do not select Alternative 6, the full exemption.  It will only lead to more controversy. 
Please listen to the majority of the comments you have received, especially the comments 
from the tribes and communities in Southeast Alaska, and select an alternative that 
conserves the roadless areas they rely on for subsistence and recreation while at the same 
time provides for the access they need for infrastructure, utility systems, and the socio-
economic well being of their people.  I believe Alternative 2 does all of that. 
 
Thank you, 
 
C. Dale Michael 
Douglas, Alaska 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5276 
 
 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I support the "no action "alternative keeping the current Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
The proposal to rescind the Tongass Rule to benefit the logging industry is vacuous on its face. The USFS 
can't take care of the roads already there. (The Tongass road maintenance backlog is roughly $68 million and 
a third of the already existing road/stream crossings are impassible to fish.) Building more roads ignore the 
facts that timber production in the Tongass is a tiny industry that provides less than 1% of jobs in the region 
and actually costs the American taxpayer about $24 million per year. The real economic value of the Tongass 
lies in its environmental services.  
 
The unharvested portion of the Tongass - the world's largest remaining intact temperate rainforest - has an 
unsurpassed ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate impacts. This remaining old growth forest 
removes from the atmosphere and stores more carbon than any other national forest in the country. It is a 
buffer against further climate change in a state already reeling from the effects of it.  
 
Rescinding the roadless rule would undermine the hard work by Alaskans to protect their remaining forests and 
salmon waters for sustainable industries that already exist and that will drive the future of Alaska's economy. 
These include fishing and tourism which constitute 25% of the region's jobs and about $2 billion in annual 
economic activity. Fishermen come for the roughly 17,000 miles of clean, flowing water that provide optimal 
conditions for the region's wild Pacific salmon and trout. Logging in the Tongass would diminish the abundance 
and health of these fish by polluting rivers and streams with sediment and increased temperatures, as well as 
by building roads that interdict passage between various habitats essential to fish life histories. I would 
substitute stump wasteland for the forested hillsides replete with brown bears, Sitka deer, wolves and other 
species that draw tourists to the area.  
 
The Roadless Rule has already been through a public vetting process. 1.6 million Americans weighed in 2001 
to create the rule, with 95% of them favoring strong protection of roadless areas. That process produced a rule 
that has and is working. It has protected the public lands while quickly and expeditiously accommodating all 
requests for energy and other development activities in the Tongass. Public sentiment has not changed during 
the years since the Rule was adopted. I urge you to keep faith with the voices that have and that continue still 
to urge you to put and keep the Alaska Roadless Rule in place! 
 
Sincerely, 
Edward Michael 
Highland Park, IL 60035 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4073 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Edward Michael 
 
Highland Park, IL 60035 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the "no action" alternative keeping the current Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
The proposal to rescind the Tongass Roadless Rule to benefit the logging industry is vacuous on its face. The 
USFS can't take care of the roads already there. (The Tongass road maintenance backlog is roughly $68 
million and a third of the already existing road stream crossings are impassible to fish.) Building more roads 
ignores the facts that timber production in the Tongass is a tiny industry that provides less than 1% of jobs in 
the region and actually costs the American taxpayer about $24 million per year. The real economic value of the 
Tongass lies in its environmental services. 
 
The unharvested portion of the Tongass - the world's largest remaining intact temperate rainforest - has an 
unsurpassed ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate impacts. This remaining old growth forest 
removes from the atmosphere and stores more carbon than any other national forest in the country. It is a 
buffer against further climate change in a state already reeling from the effects of it. 
 
Rescinding the roadless rule would undermine the hard work by Alaskans to protect their remaining forests and 
salmon waters for sustainable industries that already exist and that will drive the future of Alaska's economy. 
These include fishing and tourism which constitute 25% of the region's jobs and about $2 billion in annual 
economic activity. Fishermen come for the roughly 17,000 miles of clean, flowing water that provide optimal 
conditions for the region's wild Pacific salmon and trout. Logging in the Tongass would diminish the abundance 
and health of these fish by polluting rivers and streams with sediment and increased temperatures, as well as 
by building roads that interdict passage between various habitats essential to fish life histories. It would 
substitute stump wasteland for the forested hillsides replete with brown bears, Sitka deer, wolves and other 
species that draw tourists to the area. 
 
The Roadless Rule has already been through a public vetting process. 1.6 million Americans weighed in 2001 
to create the rule, with 95% of them favoring strong protection of roadless areas. That process produced a rule 
that has and is working. It has protected the public lands while quickly and expeditiously accommodating all 
requests for energy and other development activities in the Tongass. Public sentiment has not changed during 
the the years since the Rule was adopted. I urge you to keep faith with the voices that have and that continue 
still to urge you to put and keep the Alaska Roadless Rule in place! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J. 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J. Michael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J. 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is J. Michael and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, J. Michael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I live in southeast Alaska. This is my home and the home of many types of wild animals. All of which we 
Alaskans care about. This is one of the most beautiful places in the world. Why would anyone want to mess 
with that? I really don't want the roadless rule to change and I'm not alone on that. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Michael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Michael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melinda 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melinda Michael and I live in Kiawah Island, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melinda Michael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Randazzo 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No-Logging 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I am a US citizen, California resident, and I am against logging in Alaska. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Michael A. Randazzo 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Michael and I live in Anchorage, Alaska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Michael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tina 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tina Michael 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ziegler 
Last name: Michael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ziegler Michael and I live in Long Beach, California. 
 
It's going to cost an impossible amount to undo all the very foolish things we're doing right now; we HAVE TO 
STOP! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ziegler Michael 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Michaelis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Michaelis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
 
I strongly oppose exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. We do not need to log 
one of the last areas of old-growth forest in this country. This forest is vital to salmon which are struggling due 
to climate change. The recent short-sighted rollback of environmental protections is extremely troubling. 
Haven't we learned anything? We need to protect our environment. I'm amazed that the Department of 
Agriculture is recommending a full exemption. Leave the Roadless Rule in place as it is for the Tongass 
National Forest so we can continue to protect this pristine area. 
 
Craig Michaelis 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cb 
Last name: michaels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cb michaels and I live in [@advCity], New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cb michaels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Michaels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edward Michaels and I live in Lexington, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edward Michaels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KATHLEEN 
Last name: MICHAELS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is KATHLEEN MICHAELS and I live in Brooklyn Center, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, KATHLEEN MICHAELS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyli 
Last name: Michaels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kyli Michaels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Michaels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Larry Michaels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Michaels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Michaels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 8:02:06 AM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Michaelsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dana Michaelsen and I live in Burbank, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
We must protect these national forests! I love this spot and see no need to change the rules now just so people 
can monetize it. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. 
We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded 
roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the 
special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Michaelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christine Michaelson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Michaelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Michaelson and I live in Binghamton, New York. 
 
This administration needs to stop reversing the hard won battles to save our environment. They will be gone 
soon, but the damage they can inflict could last for generations. They must be stopped. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Christine Michaelson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Michaelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Michaelson and I live in Rockton, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Michaelson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madison 
Last name: Michaelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lara 
Last name: Michalak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lara Michalak and I live in North Hollywood, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lara Michalak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Michalek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Michalek and I live in Hood River, Oregon. 
 
 
Leave my forests alone. I want them wild. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Michalek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Michalek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy Michalek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 7:05:58 AM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: michalski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita michalski and I live in Cudahy, WI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
The Tongass forest is an incredible place that needs to be protected from invasive human modification. I visited 
years ago with my family and it needs to be preserved for the future 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lizann 
Last name: Michaud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lizann 
Last name: Michaud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lizann Michaud and I live in Bisbee, Arizona. 
 
There are some things more crucial than money. Like our irreplaceable forests, air, lands, and waters. Please 
stop putting corporate profits above the public interest and to protect our national forests, our air, and our water 
for future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lizann Michaud 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Noreen 
Last name: Michaud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Noreen Michaud and I live in Westford, Massachusetts. 
 
Lease protect our national forests. No clear cutting and roads to ruin them please. Keep them wild as they are 
meant to be. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Noreen Michaud 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Michel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bill Michel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Michel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Michel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Michel and I live in Polson, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Michel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: Michel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom this may concern, 
 
My name is Louise Michel and I am a high school student in San Francisco. I may not be the most learned 
person talking on this issue, but I definitely know enough to have a strong, informed opinion. 
 
I am deeply disturbed by this proposal. The Tongass are the largest temperate forest left on the planet, a major 
carbon sink, an important haven for endemic species, and an important cultural place for several Native 
Alaskan groups. To endanger an ecosystem this precious and fragile is to ignore all of these concerns. 
 
I write to you today on behalf of the flora and fauna from the Tongass, the youth who want to prevent climate 
change, and mostly importantly, the Indigenous groups who have served as stewards of this land long before 
the United States founding. I urge you to listen to those who have been pushing for these protections for 
decades, because they most likely understand the true needs of this community better than the federal, state, 
or corporate governments ever could. 
 
Deforestation would also affect some of Alaska's other largest industries. Tourism would probably be hurt by an 
infringement on the wilderness that many idolize, and would raise turbidity in freshwater, hurting the leading 
fishing industry. Even if you only care about economics, this is still a horrible idea. 
 
If you look past the economic interests of corporations run by colonizers, I think you'll find that there isn't a case 
for this regulation. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Michel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Timothy Michel and I live in West Covina, California. 
 
What Brazil is doing to the Amazon is reprehensible and those responsible for that destruction in Brazil need to 
be held to account, to pay for the damage they did. 
 
It is doubly reprehensible that our government would seek to double down on the crimes that Brazil has already 
committed. 
 
We need our lungs to breathe, and to deprive us of our lungs is a capital crime of the highest degree. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is like our lungs and to deprive of us of the life giving oxygen it provides is 
likewise a capital crime of the highest degree. 
 
Please don't give in to the demands of wanton criminals, preserve the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Timothy Michel 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Michele 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule public comment 
 
For the record, I support the NO ACTION alternative to keep protections in place for the Tongass National 
Forest. As a Southeast Alaskan Resident, keeping the Tongass as wild and natural as possible is important to 
me. I visit the forest for recreation and appreciate the beauty, and I eat salmon that rely on healthy watersheds. 
A wild and beautiful forest is also important to our tourist industry. Enough damage has been done by logging 
and mining, and to allow even more is incomprehensible. - Michele Cornelius, Gustavus AK 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 1:51:51 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Michele 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michele Cornelius and I live in Gustavus, Alaska. As a resident of Southeast Alaska for the past six 
years, the Tongass forest is important to me for a place to recreate, and I eat salmon that rely on a healthy 
forest for spawning.  I value an intact ecosystem, and appreciate the beautiful old growth forest and views that 
don't include clear-cuts. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned 
with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for 
wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation 
of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Chichagof 
Island, Admiralty Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in 
these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to 
provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing  passive or active watershed 
restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A roadless 
exemption will hurt our tourism industry, it will be harmful to our salmon, it will impact the scenic beauty of the 
area, it will impact the places Alaskans go to recreate.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Micheletty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Michels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alan Michels and I live in Tallahassee, Florida. 
 
 
From a voter to you. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alan Michels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Michels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6156 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julia 
Last name: Michels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do NOT end the roadless rule in the Tongrass! This forest needs to be left alone for the enjoyment of 
future generations. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Michelsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Golda 
Last name: Michelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Golda Michelson and I live in Fairfax, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Golda Michelson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Molly 
Last name: Michelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Molly Michelson and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
Please stop clearcutting in one of the most special places on our planet! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Molly Michelson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barb 
Last name: Michener 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry. We need to bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Barb Michener 
 
Lawrence, KS 66044 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Michener 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5137 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I lived in Southeast Alaska for many years and made my living in the fishing industry. I return often to fish and 
visit my brother who still lives and makes a living from the clean waters of the region. I cannot emphasize 
enough how strongly I feel the Tongass should be left alone. The timber industry has adjusted to the road less 
designation and the industries that depend on the roadless Tongass are thriving.. the economic impact of the 
roadless Tongass far far far outweighs the temporary short term money and long long long term damage 
removal of the roadless designation would bring. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat 
that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we 
must protect them and their spawning streams. Leave it alone. Sincerely, 
 
John Michener 
 
Ferndale, WA 98248 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dale 
Last name: Micherone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dale Micherone and I live in Newmarket, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dale Micherone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susan 
Last name: michetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan michetti and I live in Mount Horeb, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Make them report all toxic chemicals. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susan michetti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristi 
Last name: Michiels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristi Michiels and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristi Michiels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michel 
Last name: Michiels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michel Michiels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Michl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marie Michl and I live in Rocky Mount, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marie Michl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barry 
Last name: Michlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barry Michlin and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barry Michlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: L. 
Last name: Michon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, L. Michon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: mick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
ROADLESS RULE 
 
I feel VERY strongly that we should continue to protect US pristine forests. PLEASE do not change or give 
exception to the Roadless Rule! We need to do everything we can to save the remaining untouched wilderness 
for future generations. These things can't be un-done. Please. We need your help to protect US forest from 
short term profiteers that cause irrevocable damage. These lands are our legacy. 
 
kind regards 
 
Michelle 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Beverly 
Last name: Mick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beverly Mick and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
Time is running out on doing the right thing for humankind and our planet. We must move forward not 
backward. Protecting our environment from climate change is an existential threat. We know what to do and we 
know that financial interest in the gas and oil industry will fight against the right thing because they are greedy, 
short-sighted and in denial about the damage they are doing. They try to use their vast financial resources to 
serve their interest to buy off politicians and decision makers. Don't let them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Beverly Mick 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We aren't in the business of making any more natural ecosystems with intact plant and animal populations on 
this planet. We're not in that business because we value our own need for more above all else. We, the people 
on the earth right now, are the only thing that can save these places and these beings.  
I'm not writing because I'm worried about losing a sporting opportunity because of this proposed rulemaking. 
I'm writing because it is the right thing to do as the moral beings that we are and it is the best for the other 
beings on this planet who call this area home.  
Below are even more further reasons to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, 
including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. I hope you will 
consider them with an open mind.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration conservation group's scoping comments to include balanced management 
policies for the Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for 
improvements so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging 
and timber harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and 
consensus-building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, and the diversity of life on this planet. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Mick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Mick and I live in Kailua, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Mick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Mick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Mick and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
Not only do we wish to enjoy these now, but we would very much like for our children to have the opportunity to 
enjoy them as well. You are taking away nature of us all. Leave the animals alone as well 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marilyn Mick 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: Mick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As you know the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas. And it's home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears 
and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life 
raft in this time of climate change. Logging releases most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally threatens 
these values. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry, which 
provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing - both of 
which rely on intact forests to thrive. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest for any reason. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule, which 
protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat 
and remote recreation. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rick Mick 
 
Tucson, AZ 85701 
 
ricky.mick@gmail.com 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patti 
Last name: Mickelsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patti Mickelsen and I live in Laguna Beach, California. 
 
It is unbelievable this is being allowed at a time when our dwindling forests are SO crucial to the survival of our 
planet, as we know it...this administration has done more harm in 4 years than in the last 20. It is 
unconscionable and horrifying. This MUST NOT STAND!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Patti Mickelsen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelia 
Last name: Mickelsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shelia Mickelsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mickelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mickelson and I live in Rochester, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Mickelson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mickelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Josh 
Last name: Mickelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Mickelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on 
the Tongass National Forest. Keeping what forest we have is critical to the survival of our, and most other, 
species on the planet. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Natalie Mickelson 
 
Woodbury, MN 55125 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julia 
Last name: Mickenberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Julia Mickenberg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Mickey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alan Mickey and I live in Naples, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alan Mickey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Mickey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Mickey and I live in Naples, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Mickey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Mickey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mickus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Mickus and I live in Arcadia, Oklahoma. 
 
 
Save the forests for our children and grandchildren! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Mickus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jodi 
Last name: Miclow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jodi Miclow and I live in Rockford, Illinois. 
 
 
Please don't allow any more destruction of God's creation. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jodi Miclow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: micrael 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
2001 Roadless Rule 
 
In the interest of future generations of humans, animals and plants, please take no action and leave all of 
Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Michael Harper 
 
Grosse Pointe Farms, Michigan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Mida 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We have to save these areas for or kids. Thanks in advance, William Mida 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Middaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Middaugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Middlebrook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ethan 
Last name: Middlebrooks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ethan Middlebrooks and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ethan Middlebrooks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Middlesworth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
The Tongass and Chugach National Forests of Alaska -- publicly owned and managed areas in national forests 
have been protected to conserve watersheds, wildlife habitat and recreational values for the last twenty years. 
 
Now, because of the petition submitted by the state of Alaska, the U.S. Department of Agriculture is 
considering removing these protections. 
 
Changing the Roadless Rule for Alaska will irreversibly destroy national forest lands, from ancient forests 
including thousand-year-old Sitka spruce, western hemlock, and western red cedar. 
 
The Tongass is home to species including brown bear, wolf, eagles, black-tailed deer, and world-class salmon 
habitat that support commercial and recreational fisheries. 
 
Once roadless areas are gone, they're gone forever. 
 
Please maintain protections for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Do not open vast tracts of remaining ancient forest to logging and road building. 
 
Alaska has nearly 40 percent of the Intact Forest Landscape managed by the U.S. Forest Service that is left in 
this country. 
 
Meanwhile, the Tongass produces on average 28% of Alaska's annual commercial salmon catch and 25% of 
the entire west coast annual harvest -- generating $986 million annually. 
 
The Department of Agriculture and the Forest Service want to renew large-scale logging to destoy the tourism 
and commercial fishing industries of Southeast Alaska. 
 
Not only is the Tongass National Forest at risk if USDA moves forward with its destructive Alaska specific 
Roadless Rule, the Chugach National Forest in Alaska is also targeted. 
 
This plan gives one federal bureaucrat the ability to arbitrarily remove Roadless Rule protections from any of 
the currently protected 5.4 million acres in the Chugach, with no analysis of impacts and very limited public 
comment. 
 
Obviously, the Alaska Specific Roadless Rule is yet another process designed to hand over Alaska public lands 
to the destruction of clearcutting and other resource extraction destruction. 
 
Please stop the rollback of the 2001 National Roadless Rule in Alaska and protect US national forests! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jane B Middlesworth 
 
Hailey, ID 83333 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darlene 
Last name: Middleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Darlene Middleton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Middleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Middleton and I live in Golden, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Middleton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Middleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
Hello, 
 
It it incredibly important that there not be renewed road building or logging in the Tongass National Forest. 
Those amazing trees cannot be easily replaced and form an important part of the ecosystem and the tourism 
and fishing industries in Alaska. Do not pander to the logging industry by putting profit over the environment. 
Please protect Tongass and do not make a change to the current roadless rule protections. 
 
Emma Middleton 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gayle 
Last name: Middleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gayle Middleton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: margaret 
Last name: middleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Middleton 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, margaret middleton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margie 
Last name: Middleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margie Middleton and I live in Carpinteria, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margie Middleton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joshiua 
Last name: Midgett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6209 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
Any changes do [illegible] roadless rule in terms special & delicate environment *MUST* [Text underlined for 
emphasis] be a collaborative effect with affected communities. Please protect SE Ak from the negative 
influence of outside politics. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Midgett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC913 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Midkiff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3995 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Donald Midkiff 
 
Medford, OR 97504 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Midkiff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenneth Midkiff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Midkiff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenneth Midkiff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherri 
Last name: Midkiff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherri Midkiff and I live in Salt Rock, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sherri Midkiff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: matthew 
Last name: mieczkowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aly 
Last name: Miehlbradt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. This is the right thing to do for the environment and for Alaskan Native 
communities. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Aly Miehlbradt 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Grace 
Last name: Mielczarek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Grace Mielczarek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Miele 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Danielle Miele and I live in North Andover, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Danielle Miele 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: Mieling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless rule 
 
To whom it may concern 
 
* Alternative 1 takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
This is by far and away the best action to take for people for plants and for wild animals and necessary 
communities. 
 
Please do the right thing and keep roads out of the last remaining wild places. You know that this is the right 
thing to do and that wild places are under attack by corporate interests. 
 
Best regards and hoping that you will do the honorable thing. 
 
Sherry Mieling 
 
Vail, Colorado 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: Mieling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherry Mieling and I live in Vail, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sherry Mieling 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: B 
Last name: Mielke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is B Mielke and I live in Columbia, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, B Mielke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:21:30 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Mielniczuk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Allison Mielniczuk 
Petaluma, CA 94952 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Mientus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marian Mientus and I live in Mount Pleasant, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marian Mientus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Abby 
Last name: Mier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC328 
 
November 6, 2019 
 
Dear Secretary: 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest at that scale; 9.3 million acres of what wild backcountry is inventoried 
roadless areas, providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including 
mountain goats, black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands 
of miles of salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial 
salmon industry. The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its 
salmon and employs more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire 
employment. By contrast, timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for te 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high with their irreparable impacts to 
wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing- not to mention the irreparable 
impact to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Abby Mier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pedro 
Last name: Mier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pedro Mier and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pedro Mier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Mierisch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I can not support, for any reason, road construction within this most ecologically sensitive areas. We need to do 
more to protect these pristine areas which assist in purifying the air we all must breathe to stay alive. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fred 
Last name: Miers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fred Miers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janis 
Last name: Miesen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janis Miesen and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janis Miesen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcia 
Last name: Migdal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcia Migdal and I live in Hagaman, New York. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marcia Migdal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Migliore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mignano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't go forward with this proposal. The short-term economic benefit is not worth the long-term 
environmental harm. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mandy 
Last name: Migora 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3103 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
As a wildlife biologist for 20+ years, I'm strongly supportive of [illegible] these protections. Robust and diverse 
ecosystems are critical to so many wildlife species survival, and healthy habitats are the foundations of 
biodiversity. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Mihalevich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicholas 
Last name: Mihalic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I believe I met you when visiting my dad in DC, David Mihalic, who was originally Zinke's first choice as Director 
for the Interior. I know a lot of the political drama that's gone on inside the cabinet positions and especially with 
the heads of Interior and Ag. I think this is something you've been pressured to do from up the chain but I hope 
you understand that it's the wrong thing to do. 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Mihalo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Mihalo and I live in Omaha, Nebraska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Mihalo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mihalski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Mihalski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Mihaly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Mihaly and I live in Jacksonville Beach, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Mihaly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victor 
Last name: Miiller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victor Miiller and I live in Des Moines, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Victor Miiller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victor 
Last name: Miiller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Victor Miiller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victor 
Last name: Miiller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Victor Miiller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victor 
Last name: Miiller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Victor Miiller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gaia 
Last name: Mika 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gaia Mika and I live in Taos, New Mexico. 
 
 
these forests are so essential to us all 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gaia Mika 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Mika 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marie Mika and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marie Mika 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyra 
Last name: Mikala 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kyra Mikala and I live in Aurora, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kyra Mikala 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Mikals 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicole Mikals and I live in Thousand Oaks, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nicole Mikals 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Mike 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest Roadless rule 
 
Why do we feel the need to encroach ourselves into every piece of wilderness to extract resources? National 
forests belong to citizens not corporations. Logging this forest will damage its ecosystem. Maintain the roadless 
rule in the Tongass National forest area. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mike Zeller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Mike Harold 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5713 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mikell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mikell and I live in Charleston, South Carolina. 
 
 
Stop the pollution ! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Mikell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Mikels 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Mikels and I live in Ingleside, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Mikels 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mikkelsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Mikkelsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Miklosi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mikolajczak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Arnold 
Last name: Mikonis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Arnold Mikonis and I live in Allendale Charter Township, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Arnold Mikonis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Miksys 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC235 
 
I am writing in *support* [Text highlighted] of the NO-Action Alternative for the Draft Environment Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
I *strongly oppose* [Text highlighted] any [illegible] to weaken protection [illegible] Roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
Donna Miksys Seattle 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Miksys 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matt Miksys and I live in Westmont, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matt Miksys 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Mikulak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bill Mikulak and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bill Mikulak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Mikutaicis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phyllis Mikutaicis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Mikutaicis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phyllis Mikutaicis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Mikyska 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gail Mikyska 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Milam 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nick Milam 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Milano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Milano and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy Milano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Milano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Milano and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
Please protect America's forests and air and water, for now and for the future. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Milano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Milano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I strongly support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. It is important to keep the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass is a carbon sink containing some of the largest intact old-
growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is 
essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless 
Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
I also object seriously to your plans for reducing and removing protections from our national forest's roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is an excellent and popular land management policy from the Federal Government. 
It preserves some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, AND saves many millions of taxpayer dollars that 
might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing 
environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the 
Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Carol Milano 
 
Richlandtown, Pennsylvania 18955 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Milano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No roads 
 
Hello: 
 
Please don't ruin our forests because of this short-sighted policy. I would like if you kept the Tongass roadless 
and forested. 
 
There are far too many problems with this proposal including the subsidy to prepare roads to the logging areas, 
the impact it would have on surrounding wildlife, and the loss of a thousand year old rain forest. Our 
government officials should be protecting these areas, not allowing industry to squander our inheritance. 
 
Thank you, 
 
James Milano 
 
Butte, MT 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Milano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Milano and I live in Mount Laurel Township, New Jersey. 
 
When we have identified the positive effect of planting millions of trees in the effort to slow down climate 
change, it is incredibly short sighted to felling older trees for profit. Profit is a driving force in many of the Trump 
administration's decisions. Let's make sustainability and a future a priority instead of making wealthy people 
and corporations wealthier. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathleen Milano 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lou 
Last name: Milano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Milano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Milano and I live in Northport, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Milano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tanya 
Last name: Milanowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tanya Milanowski and I live in Balsam Lake, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Protect the forests of trees that provide homes for animals and air for us humans. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tanya Milanowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Milauskas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christina Milauskas and I live in East Greenwich, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christina Milauskas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Geraldine 
Last name: Milbert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Geraldine Milbert and I live in Blauvelt, New York. 
 
 
Protect our Earth--our Life. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Geraldine Milbert 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mildrexler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Abby 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
In a world increasingly threatened by biodiversity loss, climate change, and many other environmental threats, 
it's important to conserve land where it matters the most. In order to protect ever dwindling old-growth forest, 
protecting large forests like the Tongass and the Chugach is essential. Both are some of the largest old-growth 
forests in the continent and in the world, and maintaining the roadless rule guarantees their continued 
protection for decades to come. The number one cause of extinction is habitat loss, and protecting biodiverse 
forests like the Tongass should be an absolute priority. 
 
 
 
Another essential function of these forests is carbon sequestration. Climate change is an unprecedented crisis, 
and continued inaction is an insult to the billions of people across the world who will be harmed and hurt in a 
warming climate. While there are also many other actions that can tackle climate change, none of them can be 
ignored. If for nothing else, protect the Tongass for this simple reason. 
 
 
 
While the USDA claims that removing the roadless rule protections won't necessarily result in development of 
the forest due to the management plan, this argument falls short. The management plan can and will be 
changed. If roadless rule protections are removed, any future management plan will only reflect this change. In 
order to fight the biodiversity and climate change crises, land must be protected and conserved. The Tongass 
is no exception, and keeping the roadless rule maintains its protection for future generations and beyond. 
 
 
 
Furthermore, and most importantly, we live on stolen land. This land belonged to Indigenous populations for 
thousands of years, and we invaded the entirety in a few hundred years. While the past cannot be undone, 
important actions can be taken now to give power back to and recognize the rights of indigenous people. 
Protecting the Tongass Forest with the roadless rule is one. While indigenous rights have been ignored time 
and time again, the best time to stop was in 1492, the second best time is now. This is an environmental justice 
and a human rights issue. Removing the roadless rule in favor of local white economic development is a 
travesty and a violation of indigenous rights. 
 
I went to the public meeting on the proposed rule change in Washington DC and heard the powerful voices of 
Native Americans who had travelled across the entirety of the country to make their voices heard. Their 
comments were powerful and emotional, and I was so moved by them. The two USDA officials conducting the 
meeting looked defeated and powerless in face of the justified criticism and outrage. It's obvious that despite 
the pro-development stances of Sonny Perdue and the rest of the USDA and Trump administration, these two 
officials were moved on a very personal level as well. Do not let the voices and sacrifices of those brave Native 
Americans go unheard. The Tongass National Forest is their land and their land only. White lawmakers in 
Washington have no place dictating their future. 
 
 
 
All this being said, Alternative 1 - No Action, is the only acceptable action. The roadless rule must remain in 
place as is. Any other action is only continued ignorance of the biodiversity crisis, the climate change crisis, and 
indigenous rights. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christopher Miles and I live in Los Angeles, CA. 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christopher Miles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Drew 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Drew Miles and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
I am writing to to express my concern and strong opposition to proposals to roll back the Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with 
unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of 
the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore 
overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Drew Miles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hayden 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5429 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I can 
hardly believe I have to write you again on this issue.. I am a taxpayer and the economics of continued road 
building and logging in the Tongass makes no sense. According to the U.S. Government Accountability Office, 
the newest data analyzed indicates that the USFS lost $17.7 million on timber sales in the Tongass in 2018. 
This huge loss for 300 jobs is not how I want my tax money spent. I am also an Alaskan, and I believe the 
value of old growth is in tourism and intact habitat. I have been to the Tongass numerous times as a tourist and 
for flyfishing for salmon and steelhead. There are few places like it. Stanly Creek on Prince of Wales, the Situk 
bears on Admiralty Is. Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy Alaska. To grow these sectors 
of our economy, we need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.. Sincerely, 
 
Jane Miles 
 
Homer, AK 99603 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Julie Miles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: kim 
Last name: miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We have destroyed enough temperate rainforest and old growth in the lower 48 in the 2 centuries we have 
been here, in the act of settling the country. Now we know better, and now it benefits and enriches only the few 
wealthy. Tourism brings in much more in tax dollars, state and local revenue, and consideration of and joy in 
the environment and its beauty. National parks were created for the enjoyment of all, and the preservation of 
that area for the future generations, not for business concerns. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lesley 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lesley Miles and I live in Blaine, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lesley Miles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Miles and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Miles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mason 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Miles and I live in Huntsville, Alabama. 
 
 
How many EPA officials need to have the maximum allowed air pollution pumped into their offices? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Miles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Miles and I live in Orange, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Miles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shirl 
Last name: Miles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shirl Miles and I live in Huntington, Texas. 
 
The National Forests won't be able to exist if you allow the forests to be cut and stripped. Please don't allow 
this to happen. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Shirl Miles 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Milewski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edward Milewski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Milgate 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
against the Tongass Exemption from the Roadless Rule 
 
Through the years, the public support for the Roadless Rule in SE Alaska has been overwhelming. We all 
support the the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule. Industrial logging of the roadless areas will degrade 
many regional economic drivers, the environment, fish and wildlife habitats. 
 
All this for money for the administration and his supporters, doing great harm to the environment and 
subsidizing round log exports to China. ???? I pray that these people will realize the damage they are doing to 
our earth and if not, that we get rid of them as quickly as possible before they destroy our children and 
grandchildren's heritage, a gift given to us by the Creator. 
 
Linda Milgate 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shannon 
Last name: Milhaupt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shannon Milhaupt and I live in Golden, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shannon Milhaupt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Milholland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Milholland and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Milholland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: Milich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I urge the USFS keep the Tongass roadless. 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raphael 
Last name: Milio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Raphael Milio and I live in Catonsville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Raphael Milio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Regina 
Last name: Milione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Regina Milione and I live in Plymouth Meeting, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Regina Milione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Regina 
Last name: Milione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Regina Milione and I live in Plymouth Mtng, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Regina Milione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Regina 
Last name: Milione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Regina Milione and I live in Plymouth Mtng, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Regina Milione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Regina 
Last name: Milione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Regina Milione and I live in Plymouth Mtng, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Regina Milione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Militello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Militello and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cheryl Militello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: G 
Last name: militig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is G militig and I live in Evesham Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
Please think about the long term impact this will create for the future of breathable air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, G militig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Milito 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ronald Milito 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ted 
Last name: Milkoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ted Milkoff and I live in Lake Worth, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ted Milkoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerome 
Last name: Milks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jerome Milks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerome 
Last name: Milks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jerome Milks and I live in Vergennes, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jerome Milks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Italia 
Last name: Millan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Italia Millan and I live in Auburn Hills, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Italia Millan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Millan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Millan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Millar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Millar and I live in Hoffman Est, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Millar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Millar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M Millar and I live in Bumpass, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, M Millar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Millar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca Millar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dakota 
Last name: Millard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Millard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jane Millard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Millard 
Organization: Millard + Associates Architects LLC 
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule Comments 
 
Please see attached. 
 
 
 
Linda Millard, AIA 
 
Principal Architect 
 
 
 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
To: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
PO Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am writing to request that the Tongass National Forest not be exempted from the Roadless Rule as proposed. 
As a business owner and 30 year resident of Ketchikan, I have witnessed the effects of large scale logging and 
road building in the region, and do not believe this is the highest and best use for our forest. 
 
As a resident of Ketchikan, I understand that the long-term economic viability of my community and others 
throughout Southeast Alaska is intrinsically linked to how the Tongass National Forest and its resources are 
managed. It is essential that the Tongass be managed in a responsible manner that balances the needs of the 
community in a sustainable way, so that the region can enjoy the benefits of a diversified economy which has 
changed dramatically over these past 30 years. This has grown particularly important in recent years due to the 
State of Alaska's financial limitations brought about by lower levels of oil revenue. 
 
Southeast Alaska is host to very diverse and sometimes diverging interests. The 17 million acre Tongass 
National Forest is large enough to satisfy many interests, including key conservation objectives. There are a 
great many needs and opportunities that would be adversely affected by road building such as fishing and 
tourism (the two largest industries in our community) as well as degrading a way of life for those of us who live 
here. 
 
The jobs generated from road building and logging are minimal and temporary compared to those generated 
from fishing and tourism which are sustainable. Exception to the roadless rule could be made for energy 
development projects that are critical to the region. Almost every private enterprise in the community benefits 



from businesses that rely on the natural beauty of the Tongass Forest and the wildlife it shelters. The Tongass 
Forest is why we live here and how we retain our young people who are attracted to this way of life. 
 
For these reasons, I hope the USFS will retain the Roadless Rule within the Tongass National Forest. Signed, 
 
Linda G. Millard, AIA 
 
Millard + Associates Architects LLC 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
[Position] 
 



To: Alaska Roadless Rule 

USDA Forest Service Alaska Region 

Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 

PO Box 21628 

Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 

 

December 16, 2019 

 

 

To Whom It May Concern, 

 

I am writing to request that the Tongass National Forest not be exempted from the Roadless Rule as proposed.  As a 

business owner and 30 year resident of Ketchikan, I have witnessed the effects of large scale logging and road building 

in the region, and do not believe this is the highest and best use for our forest. 

 

As a resident of Ketchikan, I understand that the long-term economic viability of my community and others throughout 

Southeast Alaska is intrinsically linked to how the Tongass National Forest and its resources are managed.  It is 

essential that the Tongass be managed in a responsible manner that balances the needs of the community in a 

sustainable way, so that the region can enjoy the benefits of a diversified economy which has changed dramatically 

over these past 30 years.  This has grown particularly important in recent years due to the State of Alaska’s financial 

limitations brought about by lower levels of oil revenue. 

 

Southeast Alaska is host to very diverse and sometimes diverging interests.  The 17 million acre Tongass National 

Forest is large enough to satisfy many interests, including key conservation objectives.  There are a great many needs 

and opportunities that would be adversely affected by road building such as fishing and tourism (the two largest 

industries in our community) as well as degrading a way of life for those of us who live here.  

 

The jobs generated from road building and logging are minimal and temporary compared to those generated from 

fishing and tourism which are sustainable.  Exception to the roadless rule could be made for energy development 

projects that are critical to the region.  Almost every private enterprise in the community benefits from businesses that 

rely on the natural beauty of the Tongass Forest and the wildlife it shelters.  The Tongass Forest is why we live here 

and how we retain our young people who are attracted to this way of life. 

 

For these reasons, I hope the USFS will retain the Roadless Rule within the Tongass National Forest. 

 

Signed, 

 

Linda G. Millard, AIA 

Millard + Associates Architects LLC 

Ketchikan, AK  99901 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Millard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Millard and I live in Evergreen, Colorado. 
 
 
We are already clogging our oceans with plastic.  We must stop this. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Millard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melody 
Last name: Millard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Correction to comment due date. NPRM states "The publication will begin a 60-day public ..." whil the 
submitted date to the due date ,Nov 17 to Dec. 17 is 30 days. Is the period of time always two months fo 
comment? 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melody 
Last name: Millard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am continually "expired" and have to fill out the "I'm not a robot" puzzle, which doesn't matter because I am 
pushed off the site anyway. What is the deal? Am I going to be allowed to comment? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Millard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Millard and I live in Grass Valley, California. 
 
Ive seen the result of clear cutting in Oregon &amp;amp; it was terrible, they left a thin line of trees along the 
roadways to obscure what they had done &amp;amp; even planted scant number of trees later to give the 
impression that they care when in reality they are only in it for the money, meanwhile countless numbers of 
animals lost the only place to live that they have ever known &amp;amp; the waterways become choked with 
runoff killing the salmon runs &amp;amp; polluting the whole ecosystem.If this is to be our legacy I vote no! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Steven Millard 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Millemon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Millen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5635 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)*  [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
If we open clear [illegible] cutting now where do we stop. When we open a flood gate to destroying on wildlife + 
beautiful land + nature, it is impossible to close or limit the destruction. We have no idea the damage we can 
cause, so don't start now. [Signature] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. *  [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aimee 
Last name: Millensifer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Aimee Millensifer and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Aimee Millensifer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am against repealing the rules and opening up the Tongass National Forest to new logging. Even though I do 
not live in Alaska, I believe it is important to preserve the few remaining wilderness areas we have. The forest 
is also important to many Alaskans as a source of the food and water they need to survive, as well as income 
from tourism, and the billion dollar salmon industry. 
 
Since research has shown up to 66% of the most valuable trees in the forest have already been harvested, and 
loggers would have to go through a lot of low value trees to get to the remaining ones, opening the forest to 
additional logging does not make much sense. I do not believe it would be a cost effective and efficient way to 
produce raw materials and increase economic activity versus the negative impacts it could have. I'm also 
concerned about the potential effects of deforestation on global warming and the local ecosystem. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Aaron Miller and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
The climate crisis is the most pressing issue we face, and we should do everything we can to mitigate its 
effects. This includes keeping our forests intact as they are great carbon sinks. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Aaron Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongass roadless 
 
Please keep the Tongass roadless. There is so few places like that left that are relatively unspoiled. It's more 
valuable being pristine than whatever can be extracted from it for material use. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6155 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amber 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5304 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am a fly fisherman, bird watcher, and outdoor enthusiast. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Amber Miller 
 
Chicago, IL 60647 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amelia 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amelia Miller and I live in Irvine, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amelia Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amelia 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amelia Miller and I live in Irvine, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amelia Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annika 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annika Miller and I live in Mill Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annika Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barry 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave the present restrictions in place. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Betsy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
Please maintain the current protections in place from the Roadless Area Conservation Rule in the Tongass and 
Chugach National Forests of Alaska. I appreciate the conservation of Sitka spruce, western hemlock, western 
red cedar, brown bear, wolf, eagles, black-tailed deer, and salmon and hope that they will continue into the 
future. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Betsy Miller 
 
Encinitas, CA 92024 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Betty 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Betty Miller and I live in Elizabeth, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Betty Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bety 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bety Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bety 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bety Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Billy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Billy Miller and I live in Sandia Park, NM. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Hello, I am an artist living in New Mexico. I create immersive installations in response to the natural world. 
 
I visited the Tongass in 2017 for an art residency with the Island Institute and was forever changed by it. I had 
never experienced another place like the Tongass. It is invaluable for the world and future generations to have 
vast wild environments like the Tongass unchanged by people. There are so few left. The world cannot afford 
to lose these magnificent, carbon storing, public lands to greed and industry. Public lands should in-fact be in 
public hands. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), hydroelectric development, medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). 
It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 



 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bob Miller and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
What do you have against FORESTS??? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bob Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
This is NOT the place for logging.  
Regards, Bob Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
This is NOT the place for logging.  
Regards, Bob Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
This would DESTROY this area.  
Regards, Bob Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bobby 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bobby Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brad 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brad Miller and I live in Anthony, Kansas. 
 
 
Hey drumpf, eat shit and resign. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brad Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: brian 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian Miller and I live in Palmdale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brian Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brooks 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brooks Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Miller and I live in Asheville, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruce Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is C. Miller and I live in Media, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, C. Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Candace 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Candace Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carla Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Miller and I live in Hamilton, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Miller and I live in Weidman, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheyenne 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5118 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Hello! My name is Cheyenne Miller. I currently live in Anchorage and since I moved here in 2017 one thing has 
stayed very clear to me; fishing rules Alaska. I recently visited Ketchikan, Wrangell, and Petersburg to 
campaign on The Roadless Rule and how important it is. Fishing has such a high economic driver in the S.E. 
and logging will never compare to the fishing industry. I completely understand that our current administration 
has made you choose between fishing and logging. I believe that you all will make the right decision and, 
hopefully, see that our fishing and these salmon streams are more important than bringing back a dying 
industry. Thank you! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cheyenne Miller 
 
Anchorage, AK 99502 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 4:14:49 PM 
First name: Cheyenne 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheyenne Miller and I live in Anchorage, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Hello! My name is Cheyenne Miller and I currently live in Anchorage. I fully believe that the salmon streams that 
go through the forest are far too important to lose to the clear cut logging that would happen after removing the 
Roadless Rule. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the high density 
of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), hydroelectric development. It is important to 
me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain 
their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
support small-scale, sustainable logging, perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christian 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christian Miller and I live in Deerfield, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christian Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6056 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
Yes         * No*[Text circled]  
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6242 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Connie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Miller and I live in Berea, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Miller  and I live in Denver, CO 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Corey Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Crickett 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Crickett Miller and I live in Augusta, Missouri. 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is an amazing, beautiful and rare place... please don't destroy it! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Crickett Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia Miller and I live in Galt, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cynthia Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not remove 9 million acres of the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. The economics do not 
support the removal, the ecosystem is dependent upon old growth coniferous trees. Tourism dollars are spent 
pursuing game and fish and logging would destroy the tourism economy. Leave the Tongass as is. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am firmly for the preferred Alternative 6! Southeast Alaska is filled with isolated communities and the roadless 
rule would hurt them even more, by strangling economy. Especially with an unsustainable ferry system. There 
are enough public protections in place already, a hard fast rule is difficult to overcome. I vote for Alternative 6 
all the way! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Miller and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am against opening Tongrass National Forest up to any logging whatsoever. If we have any hope of survival 
against climate change, forests like Tongrass need to be preserved. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC583 
 
*Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski,* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring and learning about 
the natural habitat of this area that is so special to local Sitkans, including the intertidal area on the shore of 
Kruzof island. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. Kruzof 
Island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
The intertidal zone of Kruzof is replete with life: black seaweed and mussels are harvested off these shores. 
Sea anemones and starfish populate the rocks. Crabs and fish hide in the bright-green eel grass. Lucky visitors 
may even spot an octopus hiding beneath a crevice. The intertidal area of Kruzof depends on healthy forests. 
Clearcut logging leads to sedimentation of rivers and estuaries, and endangers the prolific ecosystems like the 
one I am visiting today. 
 
Our use and enjoyment of Kruzof Island depends entirely on the health of its forests and ecosystems. 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
*Personal Comments:* [text bolded for emphasis] I am not interested in learning more! 
 
Please protect the Tongass National Forest from further road building + clearcutting of our extraordinary forest! 
The Roadless Rule should remain to safeguard places like Krusof Island. Thank you - 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Miller and I live in Old Monroe, Missouri. 
 
 
We need to go FORWARD not backward on pollution controls. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debra Miller and I live in Belvidere, New Jersey. 
 
 
Please do not rape the Tongass. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debra Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dennis Miller and I live in Falkville, Alabama. 
 
 
Quit selling out the environment! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dennis Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6148 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Devon 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Devon Miller and I live in Kernersville, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Devon Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diana Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: diana 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is diana miller and I live in Kurtistown, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, diana miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Miller and I live in Leesburg, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dianne Miller and I live in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dianne Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don Miller and I live in Johns Island, South Carolina. 
 
I sincerely hope you work for the people of the USA and do not give greedy corporations there way to destroy 
our environment 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Don Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: doretta 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is doretta miller and I live in Belleair, Florida. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, doretta miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doug 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dusty 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I need you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest, as the vast 
majority of Americans want. Please remember that the Tongass is a national forest and is therefore owned by 
all Americans - it does not belong only to Alaskans. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy and against the will of the American people expressed through 2 years of public comments 
when the Roadless Rule was put into effect - no one wanted to exempt the Tongass. Keep the Roadless Rule -
- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dusty Miller 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dwayne 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dwayne Miller and I live in Jefferson City, Missouri. 
 
There is no intelligent reason to cut these trees that help preserve the environment and provide a great 
educational resource for future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dwayne Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen Miller and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eileen Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elaine Miller and I live in Oakland, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is the largest old growth forest in the US, stretching from the redwoods in 
California where we live, all the way up the west coast. When old growth rainforest is cut, the habitat will not 
recover for millennia. Many species will go extinct, the soil will be lost to erosion, the new trees who do grow 
there will be weaker than the current trees who grew within an intact mature forest, and they will be vulnerable 
to wildfire. As we are facing climate extinction, it makes no sense to damage this invaluable forest area. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the 
Tongass, perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that 
support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emilie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emilie Miller and I live in Essex, Connecticut. 
 
 
How selfish and short sighted to cut down a hundred year old Forrest. Emilie Miller 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emilie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gary Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Miller and I live in Michigan City, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gary Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Genevieve 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Genevieve Miller and I live in Vienna, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Genevieve Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgette 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Georgette Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgette 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Georgette Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Grace 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Grace Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gregory Miller and I live in Evesham Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gregory Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I live near the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness in Minnesota, and though this proposition does not 
immediately impact this protected roadless area, it would set a precedent that would erode protections for 
wilderness areas. It's a great privilege for me to live so close to a wilderness, but I also recognize that protected 
wilderness areas are an asset to all Americans for the ecosystem services of clean water, carbon 
sequestration, and the biodiversity that supports our agricultural, tourism, and medical systems, to name a few. 
Roads introduce opportunities for exploitation and invasion of the non-native species that threaten the living 
fabric of a wilderness area. 
 
Please consider my plea to maintain and not erode protections for roadless areas, our public assets. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Miller and I live in Palmetto Bay, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Irene 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Irene Miller and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Irene Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janet Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3295 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jason Miller 
 
NORTH BEND, WA 98045 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3295 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Jason Miller 
NORTH BEND, WA 98045 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jay 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jay Miller and I live in Evanston, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jay Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: jeffrey 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in favor of alternative 1. We cannot afford to lose any more wild lands. Changing the rules to allow any 
logging or any more road building once started will be difficult to stop. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging. I like the woods just as they are old rotten trees and all. Much more enjoyable to look at than a tree 
farm. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the Tongass and Chugach national forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
We are writing to express disappointment with the U.S. Forest Service's proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and 
associated draft environmental impact statement. We are tired of road building, logging, and other development 
on our public lands! 
 
Please insure that the Forest Service protecting the Tongass and Chugach national forests, and all our public 
land, is a priority. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jim Miller 
 
Park City, Utah 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jim Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Miller and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
I live in Seattle and I know this region has a long history tied to timber. But we have a finite amount of old-
growth left. We should protect these forests for the values they provide to the ecosystem, and to the earth. 
They belong to everyone. They are not up for grabs by special interests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Joan Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Johanna 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Johanna Miller and I live in Johns Island, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Johanna Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Miller and I live in Costa Mesa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Johnie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Johnie Miller and I live in Pittsburg, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Johnie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: josh 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Miller and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Miller and I live in Tacoma, Washington. 
 
The consideration of destroying this rare and irreplaceable rainforest is beyond unconscionable! Preservation 
of this rare and important resource in our battle against global warming is critical! Damaging or diminishing 
its'capacity to provide ongoing protection is a greedy, foolish and capricious concept that will have disasterous 
planetary consequences. The concept is a criminal assault against this planet and all the living and yet to be 
born humans and all other life forms inhabiting this entire planet. IT WILL HAVE GLOBAL CONSEQUENCES!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Judith Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, June Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: K 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is K Miller and I live in Martinsville, Indiana. 
 
My husband has died of cancer. I am fighting cancer. My oncologist has told me to stay away from chemicals. 
How can I do that without your help???? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, K Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kari 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kari Miller and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kari Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kat 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kat Miller and I live in Milwaukie, Oregon. 
 
We are in an unprecedented age where climate change is forcing us to rethink how we interact with the 
environment. We need to protect what old growth trees we have left to retain vast stores of carbon in those old-
growth trees. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kat Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Miller and I live in Wilkes-barre, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keenan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Student Public Comment 
 
Dear Policy Makers, 
 
We are deeply concerned about the Trump administration's intentions to lift federal protections on the Tongass 
National Forest. As young Alaskans and global citizens, the short-sightedness of this measure appalls us. The 
long term protection of Alaska's natural diversity, vitality, and beauty is far more important than any superficial, 
temporary economic boon that opening the Tongass National Forest to the timber industry may generate. The 
trees that stand on our land sustain our commercial fishing and tourism industries, which in turn sustain our 
Southeast Alaskan communities year after year. If the conservation of our environment isn't enough, or if the 
irreversible damage that unnecessary development would do to the beauty of the Tongass National Forest isn't 
enough, then let the protection of our sustainable economies, which are so deeply reliant on the ecosystem 
created by the Tongass National Forest, be reason enough for you to take concrete action. 
 
You are the people that are in the best position to protect the Tongass, our home. We strongly urge you to 
rescind your support for the Trump administration's proposal, and instead work to maintain the full strength of 
the 2001 Roadless Rule throughout the Tongass National Forest. We hope you stand with us, because 
however long you will be here, we will be here longer. We are the generation that will be responsible for the 
aftermath of your policy decisions - good or bad. For our sake, please choose wisely. We'll be watching. 
 
Sincerely, on behalf of the Juneau-Douglas High School: Yadaa.at Kal[eacute] Student Government, Thunder 
Mountain High School Student Government, And Wrangell High School Student Government, 
 
Keenan Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kellie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kellie Miller and I live in Santa Ana, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kellie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly Miller and I live in Oceanside, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:29:45 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Miller 
Oceanside, CA 92056 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KENDRICK 
Last name: MILLER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is KENDRICK MILLER and I live in Salisbury, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, KENDRICK MILLER 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenneth Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenneth Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerby 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kerby Miller and I live in Columbia, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kerby Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerrie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kerrie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We need all the forest we can get. Please help save something so my children and grandchildren will have a 
place to enjoy. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6260 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
It's imperitave that we preserve the Tongass intact. It's a source of jobs across a broad swath of industries; 
cruise ships, fishing, tournism, recreation ect. There are sustainable, long term benefits to the S.E. economy. It 
is unwise to jepordize them for short term corporate gain 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kimberly Miller and I live in Florissant, Missouri. 
 
 
Protect our national forests!!!  You have the power to do this!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kimberly Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristi 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristi Miller and I live in Evansville, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristi Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristine 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristine Miller and I live in Valparaiso, Indiana. 
 
I believe it is imperative that we become truly good stewards of our natural world and not the perpetrators of its 
wanton destruction. After all, our very own existence as a species may well depend upon it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kristine Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larissa 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie Miller and I live in Millersville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie Miller and I live in Millersville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lee 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lee Miller and I live in Stockton, California. 
 
 
We need environmental accountability and Trump's EPA should be doing its job---not facilitating pollution. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lee Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leslie miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lester 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lester Miller and I live in Franklin, Wisconsin. 
 
In view of the UN Report on Climate Change (we only have 10 years to avoid catastrophic climate change 
damage), the old growth trees of the Tongass National Forest store nearly 10-12 percent of all carbon 
consumed by Americas national forests, making it Alaskas first defense against the worsening climate crisis. 
The Forest Service should be engaged in massive national forest restoration for carbon capture instead of 
allowing the Tongass to be clear-cut. In view of the UN Report Climate Change Threatens the Worlds Food 
Supply, it will be disastrous to wipe out the magnificent salmon runs of the five species of Pacific Salmon. 
Instead, the Forest Service should be restoring salmon runs on the Snake and Klamath Rivers. In view of the 
UN Report One Million Species are at Risk of Extinction and the National Audubon Societys warning the half of 
the worlds bird species are at risk of extinction, logging and mining the Tongass would severely fragment and 
compromise our last remaining truly wild forest and be a huge blow to biodiversity. 
 
The Roadless Rule saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-
losing timber sales which are unsustainable. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally 
damaging and economically wasteful road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where 
logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require unsustainable taxpayer subsidies. It makes no 
economic sense to subsidize the unsustainable and obsolete logging industry representing less than 1 percent 
of the local economy while significantly harming the sustainable tourism, outdoor recreation and fishing 
industries representing a substantial amount of that economy. The Tongass is on my list to visit as long as the 
Roadless Rule remains intact. 
 
The Tongass contains the traditional homelands of the Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian Peoples who are 
dependent on it. Your proposal to destroy the Tongass represents continuing environmental racial injustice by 
the Trump Administration. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lester Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: linda 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is linda miller and I live in Nottingham, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, linda miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Miller and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Miller and I live in Greenwich, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisandra 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisandra Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lois 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lois Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lucile 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lucile Miller and I live in Richmond, Virginia. 
 
 
Preserve forests and habitat where ever possible - it is the only ethical and common sense thing to do. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lucile Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lyn 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lyn Miller and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
Our air and water need to be as clean as possible. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
We need to protect the wild places we still have, in order to minimize the effects of climate change. That means 
we need to keep the Tongass and other wild areas as they are. rather that exploiting them for some 
corporations temporary profits. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lyn Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Miller and I live in Warrensburg, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynne Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynne Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M Miller and I live in Santa Clara, California. 
 
 
Leave the trees alone! They are more valuable in place than cut down. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, M Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madeleine 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Madeleine Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maggie Miller and I live in Hamilton, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maggie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Miller and I live in Grand Rapids, Michigan. 
 
 
PLEASE DO YOUR JOB to PROTECT OUR ENVIRONMENT. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4090 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
There is no good reason to open more of the Tongass to logging. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mark Miller 
 
Evans, CO 80620 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3779 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Mark Miller 
Evans, CO 80620 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3779 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Mark Miller 
Evans, CO 80620 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4090 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
There is no good reason to open more of the Tongass to logging.  
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Mark Miller 
Evans, CO 80620 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marlene Miller and I live in Butte, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marlene Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marlene Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marlene Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
NO ACTION! Keep the Roadless Rule intact as is. 
 
(as seen on information sign at the Sealaska Heritage Center- Walter Soboleff Building in Juneau) 
 
House-Building Ceremonies Southeast Alaska Natives believe that treed have spirits. In their thousands of 
years of occupying Southeast Alaska, they developed ceremonies to give thanks to the Spirits of the Trees for 
the use and benefits trees provide to humans. 
 
Housebuilding began with the builder making speeches to opposite clans in the village to enlist their aid in the 
enterprise. Offerings were made to the Tree People before trees were cut down. then, the trees were towed by 
canoe to the house site, and that night the builder hosted a feast for the workers called "Feeding the Trees". In 
this ceremony, the spirits of the Tree People were believed to receive the benefits of the food and gifts that 
were distributed to the workers. The preparation of the logs began the next day. 
 
Sealaska has continued this ancient tradition and performs a Tree Ceremony at the beginning of each harvest 
season. 
 
I believe we need to protect and nurture the remaining trees of the Tongass National Forest, especially the old 
growth forest that is under attack with the proposed changes. 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Miller and I live in Juneau, Alaska. I have lived in Alaska for almost 35 years, most of those 
years spent in Southeast Alaska. I value the forests of SE Alaska for their beauty, their oxygen, their 
biodiversity and overall contribution to the ecosystem and health of the planet. I am writing on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, 
the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, and the conservation of resources 
for future generations. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, and keeping public lands wild for future 
generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what the forest provides for us. 
 
 
 
All of the Roadless areas on the Tongass are important to me, but especially those on or around Baranof 
Island, Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the 
central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, and all of the inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for medium-
impact recreation development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, 
passive or active watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat, low-impact recreation such as 
camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing connections from communities hydroelectric development, and intertie 
and transmission line construction . It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas 
retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The Tongass Land 
Management Plan was passed and still applies. Logging is not sustainable at the rate that it would happen if 
new roads were built. The Old Growth Forest need to be protected from greedy politicians catering to their 
donors. We need to protect the forest for many reasons, but especially for its role in mitigating carbon release 
from fossil fuels and reducing the impacts of climate change. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts, and devote 
resources to support our fishing and visitor industries. 
 



 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4 
 
I urge "No Action" on the Roadless initiative, especially as it applies to the Tongass National Forest. For the 
past 34 years I have lived + worked throughout SE AK and believe the forest is essential in mitigating climate 
change, and it's protection is important to our culture + way of life. 
 
No Action! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a 35 year resident of Alaska, primarily making my home in Juneau, Alaska in Southeast Alaska. I urge 
continued adoption of Alternate 1, No Action or changes to the existing Roadless Rule, with particular attention 
to the Tongass National Forest. During these times of climate change and devastation to the planet, I believe 
we should be protecting these forests rather than cutting them down. The value of these trees is far beyond 
their sale for lumber; rather they benefit and contribute in positive ways to the entire ecosystem and the healing 
of the planet. These trees and forests provide for the health and well-being of all who surround and live within 
them. Keep the Tongass Roadless. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mathew 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maurice 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Meghan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melisa 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6125 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Miller and I live in Fairfax,CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I lived in Sitka for seven years. It shaped me into someone who is willing to pull her weight. Alaska is unique 
and shouldnt be messed with in pursuit of the almighty dollar!. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the Inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing 
opportunities its status as Americau2019s best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains to keep public lands wild for future generations its status as a national and global 
treasure . A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping hiking hunting foraging etc) medium-impact 
recreation (FS cabins trails mooring buoys 3-sided shelters) passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and 
habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement improve fish passage wildlife 
thinning etc) . It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices 
develop more recreational opportunities like trails and cabins support small-scale sustainable logging establish 
the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass perform restorative actions that support wildlife 
populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations . We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: melissa 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
please retain roadless areas for us 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC431 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Melissa Miller, Ketchikan Ak, i live on tongass National forest should always be protected for our future 
generations 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
fishing would be impacted and so would drinking water. we need to protect this *land* [text underlined for 
emphasis]!!!! 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, *Northern Prince of Wales,* [text underlined for emphasis] T77 salmon 
watershed areas, Audobon TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Northern Prince of Wales, salmon watershed areas, tongass 77, and te TK areas. Romaining old growth! 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Berry Picking, fishing, camping, hiking, and hunting. 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Sincerely, 



 
Melissa Miller 
 
I do not want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Miller and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
Do we really have to develop every last piece of land? Can't we save as much as possible now as there really 
isn't much left what with how we pollute, develop, and is being decimated because of climate change. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:12:49 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Miller 
West Chester, OH 45069 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Miller and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5149 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
See last paragraph! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
This seems a no brainer to me. Here are the last vestiges of what wildlife, fish, used to be and aught to be 
going forward. All elements of the forest flora are essential to maintain the ecological balance. Be responsible, 
preserve the essential elements of our heritage. 
 
I am an environmentalist, capitalist, humanistic 
 
Republican! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Miller 
 
Harbor Springs, MI 49740 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Miller and I live in Beckett Ridge, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mitch 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mitch Miller and I live in Buckley, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mitch Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Miller and I live in Santa Maria, California. 
 
 
It's the right thing to do. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nasha 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nasha Miller and I live in Newton U F, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nasha Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Natalie Miller and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Natalie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nina 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nina Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nina 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nina Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: P 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is P Miller and I live in Pleasant Hill, Missouri. 
 
 
Stop destroying my planet!!!  Leave her wild places alone!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, P Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 11:23:18 AM 
First name: pam 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pam Miller and I live in Lancaster, PA. i dont live there but I want it to stay the way it is for our 
childrem and grand kids! I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned 
with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the peace and solitude I find in nature, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild 
for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will harm us. The 
State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a 
full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
Leave Alaska alone!  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pam 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pam Miller and I live in North Highlands, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pam Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pam 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. If we don't take care of our earth now, it will become uninhabitable for 
future generations. We cannot be selfish with our grandchildren's future.The Roadless Rule is one of the 
smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal Government has ever adopted. 
 
Regards, Pam Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pam 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pam Miller and I live in North Highlands, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pam Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 8:23:15 AM 
First name: pamela 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Miller and I live in Lancaster, PA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
 
 
I want to save the animals and the forest for the children! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change  its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities  its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains  its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world  the recreational opportunities it provides  to keep public lands 
wild for future generations  the high density of incredible wildlife it contains  its status as a national and global 
treasure  the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement  improve fish passage  wildlife thinning  etc) . It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations  restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices . We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pamela Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Miller and I live in Tolar, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patti 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patti Miller and I live in Manchester, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patti Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phil Miller and I live in Warrensburg, MO. 
U. S. Forest Service: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phil Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Miller 
Organization: retired 
Title:  
Comments: 
Teddy Roosevelt is spinning in his grave. Millions of Federal Land were set aside to provide hard working 
Americans a place to feel the power of Nature. Animals, waterfalls, forests, National Parks. He did so to avoid 
land grabs and destruction of a pristine environment and for our citizens feel closer to Hod. Now, our 
government is stepping all over this intent. Fracking? Harvesting of trees? No. The parks and Federal lands are 
for OUR ENJOYMENT, not sold to commercial interests. My family and I have been to 7 National Parks. If you 
have ever seen the sunrise over Bryce Canyon,you would know exactly what teddy Roosevelt meant. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Renee Miller and I live in Cottonwood, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Renee Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rex 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rex Miller and I live in Boone, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rex Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3246 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richard Miller 
 
Nevada City, CA 95959 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Miller and I live in Nevada City, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:11:38 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Miller 
Lebanon, NH 03766 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Miller and I live in Corbin, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Miller and I live in Lebanon, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robin Miller and I live in Sanibel, Florida. 
 
All life on this planet (including yours) is dependent upon healthy ecosystems. The Tongass National Forest is 
a crucial component to the well being of this planet and must be protected. The consequences of cutting this 
forest will be harsh and widespread- and you have the power to prevent it. Please protect this forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Robin Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongas need to be exempt from the roadless rule. I have livedIn the Tongas for 30+ years we need the 
jobs. Its also great for recreation to get to spots we like to hunt and fish. Reverse the roadless act. 
I urge you to fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. We have enough land 
permanently set aside already and the National Forest Management Act planning regulations are the proper 
way to manage the remaining areas on the Tongass as a multiple-use forest. 
Other points to consider: Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule will not cause harm to the region's 
fisheries. Fish habitat is already fully protected on the national forest. Wildlife habitat is also fully protected on 
the national forest and wildlife is thriving in the young growth stands were timber harvesting has taken place 
over the last 65-years. Mining, energy development and community access are inhibited by the Roadless Rule. 
We need a larger timber supply in order to restore more year around jobs. Timber harvesting has not harmed 
the tourism industry. Most outdoor recreation on the forest takes place in or near the previously harvested 
areas because of the access provided by the logging roads. 
Please restore the Roadless Exemption so that Southeast Alaska can have the same economic opportunities 
as communities in or near other national forests. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Open the Tongass please build more 
 
Roads. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosie Miller and I live in Oldenburg, Indiana. 
 
It is critical to all our livelihood to preserve National Forest- they are the lungs of the earth and needed to 
combat climate emergency. Future of all of us depends not on corporate take over of what is ours and not for 
profit . 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rosie Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Russell 
Last name: Miller 
Organization: Umpqua Feather Merchants 
Title: Director of Marketing 
Comments: 
To whom it concerns, 
 
 
 
We at Umpqua Feather Merchants are lovers of wild, healthy eco systems. Not only do we love them, our 
business relies on their very existence. In a world where development creeps into our natural environment 
areas like the Tongass represent the pinnacle of what a wild place looks like. The proposed repeal of the 
Roadless Rule on the Tongass would negatively impact the fish and wildlife habitat which makes the Tongass a 
world-class destination for fishing. As a fishing company, we cannot stand on the sidelines and watch another 
world-class destination fall to development, our sport needs it and our souls need it. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ryan Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Miller and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
The Tongas National Forest is critical to our survival on earth. Stop the clearcutting. No roads. This is the 
oxygen we need, even more critical now that the Amazon is being burned. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sandra Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sara Miller and I live in Mukwonago, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sara Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Savannah 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC672 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of Alaska. I do NOT want Alaska and the Tongass exempt from the 
Roadless Rule because 
 
I work at the Alaska Raptor Center. The Tongass is home to thousands of beautiful eagles & other birds of 
prey. This must be conserved for their continued health & success 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Savannah 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Savannah Miller and I live in Brookeville, MD. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I lived in Sitka Alaska during the summer of 2019 and learned so much about the wildlife and the importance of 
keeping it pristine. We should never take more than what we need and clear cutting this beautiful forest is most 
definitely taking what we WANT not what we NEED. It is completely unnecessary and only harmful 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Miller and I live in Fritz Creek, Alaska. 
 
 
As an Alaskan I oppose the reckless destruction / removal of our resources 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Seth 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Logging requires road construction to access the timber. Road building is incredibly costly, especially in rugged 
terrain like southeast Alaska. Road building cuts into the profit margins of timber companies, which means the 
timber companies typically cut corners on road construction. After the timber extraction is completed, the roads 
are prone to washout and landslide, polluting the streams and rivers with sediment and burying the salmon 
spawning beds. When the timber companies take what they want, the repair and maintenance of these roads 
falls to the US Forest Service (we the taxpayers). Seventy percent of the US Forest Service budget is now tied 
to fighting forest fires. There is almost no money to maintain the existing road system in the National Forests, 
let alone take on thousands more miles in the Tongass. It's ludicrous to build new maintenance obligations. 
The Tongass is a rainforest, getting between 90" - 150" of rain per year and water is the #1 source of problems 
for road maintenance and repair everywhere. (Not only washouts but freeze/thaw cycles that cause potholes 
and erosion.) 
 
 
 
The pattern now is that after a forest fire, within a couple of winters there is a large rain or rain-on-top-of-snow 
event that causes massive flooding and debris flows since there is no forest to absorb the water; the water then 
runs off the bare hillsides taking all the burned and unburned debris down the hillsides into the streams and 
rivers. The debris flows block culverts and bridges and wash them out. The result is that the Forest Service and 
other federal land management agencies (BLM, NPS, USFWS, Bureau of Reclamation) go to Congress for 
"emergency" funding to repair the damage from the floods, debris flows, etc. These emergency funds are 
appropriations and not "counted" in the annual budget for these agencies. 
 
 
 
Logging Tongass will not bring in new jobs or improve the economy in Alaska. Yes, Alaska's economy is based 
on resource extraction (logging, mining, commercial fishing) and tourism. But any timber taken will be rafted to 
China where it will be milled and turned to building material. The closed mills in Alaska (like Oregon & 
Washington) will remain closed. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest, combined with the Chugach make up the largest carbon sink in North America. 
With Brazil busily burning up the world's largest carbon sink, we are running out of the means to slow down the 
heating of the planet. 
 
 
 
SUMMARY: This project would be a major boondoggle with serious consequences for taxpayers and the 
beautiful environment of North America! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherri 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sherri Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Starla 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5596 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Miller and I live in Jasper, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steven Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stone 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:21:29 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Miller 
White Haven, PA 18661 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: susan 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan miller and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
Intact forests are incredibly important as we confront climate change and dramatic species loss. I oppose any 
rollback of the Roadless Rule. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, susan miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Miller and I live in White Haven, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susanna 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susanna Miller and I live in Virginia Beach, Virginia. 
 
 
Once you start, it will never be the same. There is no excuse for compromising a national heritage. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susanna Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tamara 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tamara Miller and I live in Hampton, Virginia. 
 
 
STOP allowing ANYTHING to DESTROY our FORESTS!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tamara Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tara Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tate 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tayla 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative one 
 
I am choosing the alternative one as I do not want logging in the Tongass National forest. I am pleading with 
you please do no harm to these trees and this beautiful land. These tress are 1000s of years old and can not 
simply be replaced. 
 
Thank you very much, 
 
Hopefully, 
 
Taylor 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6211 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
While option 6, which has been selected, as the preferred option does not change the # of timber that can be 
harvested, it does change *where*[Text underlined for emphasis]. My concern is that timber will be harvested in 
locations that negatively impact the fish & wildlife habitat as create as hare esthetic damage, if timber is 
harvested along shorelines where boaters & cruise ships pass by. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Timothy Miller and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Timothy Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: toby 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is toby miller and I live in Bainbridge Island, Washington. 
 
Imagine you live within a mile of a methane emitter. Imagine how that situation would impact your health, then 
act on your conscience. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, toby miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Travis Miller and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Travis Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Travis Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Trisha 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Trisha Miller and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Trisha Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ty 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: valerie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is valerie Miller and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
Stop decimating our national parks and cultural lands. You will be out of office soon so don't screw up anything 
else before you go. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, valerie Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Valerie Miller and I live in Mcdonough, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Valerie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Stop the greed and abuse of taxpayers money to subsidize the timber industry. taxpayers have lost millions if 
not billions over the years. Enough is enough of stealing America's most cherished National Monuments and 
public lands. No roads No logging the Tongass National forest! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Valerie Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is America's crown jewel of the forest 
 
system. It is the largest temperate rainforest in the world, with ancient 
 
tree growth from 400 to 500 years old, supporting a vast array of 
 
wildlife & salmon. The Tongass should be protected for our children and 
 
future generations to enjoy. The Tongass should not be exploited for 
 
short term profits of the short sighted greedy wealthy few nor should it 
 
be funded by taxpayer dollars for logging as in past years. 
 
 
 
On the day Trump decided to exempt 9.4 million acres for industrial logging in The Tongass, the Amazon 
rainforest was burning. This decision is wreckless and an abomination. The Tongass stores hundreds of 
millions, if not over a billion, tons of carbon, keeping the heat-trapping element out of the atmosphere. New 
trees that grow back are not much help in the short term. A study by other scientists shows it can take more 
than 200 years for regrown forests to capture as much carbon as logging releases. 
 
 
 
Wake up Trump administration this is not the 1800's & climate change, as much as 
 
you want to deny it is barreling down upon us. No roads, no logging of 
 
The Tongass. Leave protections for The Tongass in place now & forever. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vickie 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vickie Miller and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
These forests are too precious to our habitats for wildlife, clean air and water to be cut from this earth. Stop this 
devisation before it is too late. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Vickie Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vicky 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vicky Miller and I live in Edmonds, Washington. 
 
I don't even know how anyone could think that clearcutting a forest anywhere, let alone in Alaska, would be a 
good idea. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Vicky Miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vicky 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Vicky Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:41:25 PM 
First name: Warren 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
You all are a bunch of greedy bastards sucking off trumps dick. Scum of the earth with no regard for life.  
 
Sincerely, 
Warren Miller 
Beltsville, MD 20705 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wesley 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wesley Miller and I live in Carrollton, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wesley Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: william 
Last name: miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is william miller and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
With all the construction going on now this state is becoming gridlocked. We need the wetlands to help keep 
our water safe &amp;amp; clean. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, william miller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wister 
Last name: Miller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wister Miller and I live in Fort Collins, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wister Miller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nola 
Last name: Miller-Brasure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nola Miller-Brasure and I live in North Olmsted, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nola Miller-Brasure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aubrey 
Last name: Miller-Schmidt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep this area of land protected and roadless. It should not be cut down. This kind of action is short-
sighted. Dont sell out our future! We need to protect the forest we have for our air, clean water, and the 
enjoyment of people to see nature. 
 
I strongly oppose any exemption of this area. Keep it in conservation. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
ALASKA ROADLESS RULE ACT 
 
To ALL WHO WILL LISTEN: 
 
I am someone who believes that public lands should be protected at all costs for the good of the people and all 
wildlife, and I INSIST that you adhere to your alternative #1 choice in your proposal! LEAVE THE LAND 
ALONE!!!!! 
 
Alaska does not own that land. THE PEOPLE DO!!! To take it away from us and give it to them is WRONG!!! 
Do not sell the people out! You have to do the right thing. 
 
DO NOT open up that precious land to timber and oil and gas industries! To do so would be a moral failure of 
the highest order!!!! You will pay a profound price, if you do not protect this precious National Land. 
 
Please, please, please, do not sell the people and all living things that rely upon that landscape out for the sake 
of a dollar given to those who do not legally deserve it, destroying a beautiful and critical part of our natural 
history in the process!! I IMPLORE YOU TO DO THE RIGHT THING!!!!!!! 
 
Sincerely 
 
Sharron Miller 
 
Edmond, Oklahoma 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Milley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3375 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Milley 
 
Highlands Ranch, CO 80130 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hope 
Last name: Millholland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hope Millholland and I live in Menlo Park, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hope Millholland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Millhollen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Millhollen and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Millhollen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pilar 
Last name: Millhollen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pilar Millhollen and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pilar Millhollen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 2:50:55 PM 
First name: Shelby 
Last name: Millhouse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shelby Millhouse and I live in Grand Rapids, MI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Tongass national forest, along with ALL national forests should be protected as the sacred land it is. Protect 
our precious wildlife and natural resources. Please do not allow the public lands out of public hands. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Millican 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Millican and I live in Kirkland, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Millican 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Milligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Milligan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ned 
Last name: Milligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ned Milligan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ned 
Last name: Milligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ned Milligan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susan 
Last name: milligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan milligan and I live in Westminster, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susan milligan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Millikan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jack Millikan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Milliken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C. Milliken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Milliken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Milliken and I live in St. Helena, California. 
 
I stood in solidarity with the climate strikers - these students must have our support, and real action to protect 
our planet! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elizabeth Milliken 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Milliken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Milliken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerry 
Last name: Milliken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gerry Milliken and I live in Cottonwood, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gerry Milliken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerry 
Last name: Milliken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gerry Milliken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ralph 
Last name: Milliken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ralph Milliken and I live in Hobe Sound, Florida. 
 
As an FPL stock owner I seek greater efficiency from the company, NOT greater profits. Profits will accompany 
efficiency delivery. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ralph Milliken 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tulsi 
Last name: Milliken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tulsi Milliken and I live in Fallbrook, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tulsi Milliken 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Millman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Millman and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
Alaska is a national treasure.  Dont make it a national embarrassment 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Millman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jens 
Last name: Millor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6315 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. -Please, please! This place is important to all Americans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Adam Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anita Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris mills and I live in Upper Arlngtn, Ohio. 
 
 
Please protect our national parks! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Damon 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Damon Mills and I live in Huntington, West Virginia. 
 
As an American citizen, I am against the changes to the Tongass forest that would allow roads and timbering of 
this magnificent forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Damon Mills 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dave Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Floyd 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Floyd Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ginger 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ginger Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jason Mills and I live in Brownsburg, IN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The U.S. Department of Agriculture from the Forest Service Alaska Region published a pdf document in March 
2017 on the fs.fed.us website that the Tongass rivers, lakes, and streams produce 80% of the commercial 
salmon annually harvested from Southeast Alaska. This is about 50 million salmon valued at $60 million 
annually. If we choose to exploit the Tongass National Forest for non-renewable resources, we as a nation 
would lose a valuable resource which could provide us and its inhabitants longterm. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its 
sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeanne Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Josh 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5746 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lauren 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lesia 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lesia Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lois 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lois Mills and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
If we continue to subordinate the needs of people, and the planet as a whole to benefit special interests, the 
earth will eventually become uninhabitable and life will become extinct. Don't any of you making these 
decisions have children or grandchildren? How can you be so short sighted! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lois Mills 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn mills and I live in Vancouver, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marlene Mills and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
We must continue to protect our natural resources.  Roads destroy this.  No roads. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marlene Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marlene Mills and I live in Claremont, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marlene Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MICHAEL 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, MICHAEL Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MICHAEL 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, MICHAEL Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randy 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randy Mills and I live in Salem, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Randy Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Reginald 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Reginald Mills and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
We need to protect Bears Ears not open it to mineral exploitation, there is already excess oil in our economy. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Reginald Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roger 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roger Mills and I live in Dexter, Michigan. 
 
I've spent a good bit of time in Alaska. The Tongass deserves protection, not pillage. Please continue to protect 
it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Roger Mills 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Talitha 
Last name: Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Talitha Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patty 
Last name: Millspaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patty Millspaugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janis 
Last name: Millu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janis Millu and I live in Sugarcreek, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Stop interior roads. Save our heritage. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janis Millu 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Milne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Milne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christine Milne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Milne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Milne and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Milne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Milne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Milne and I live in Sandy, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Milne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kay 
Last name: Milne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kay Milne and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
Clean air is essential to a healthy happy life. Pollution is not only often unsightly, it shortens lifes, increases 
pain and hurts all living things. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kay Milne 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Milner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Milner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not show Tongrass to be logged. It is imperative we save our forests. Thank you 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jona 
Last name: Milo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jona Milo and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
Ive been to Tongas and its beauty takes your breath. More important, we need trees to BREATHE! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jona Milo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Milo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Milo and I live in Bradenton, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Milo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristine 
Last name: Milochik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristine Milochik and I live in Millville, Pennsylvania. 
 
Chemicals are poisoning our planet and every single life form that relies on the balance of nature. Soil is being 
depleted of nutrients, water is being tainted and in some instances becoming so toxic that nothing can survive 
in it. Our food relies on the health of our soil and water. Anything and everything that is not properly cared for 
eventually becomes useless...the Earth and it's ecosystems included. We need the Earth, it does not need 
humans. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kristine Milochik 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Miloscia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Miloscia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Milow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sally Milow and I live in Downers Grove, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sally Milow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: MILSTEIN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie MILSTEIN and I live in Bellevue, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leslie MILSTEIN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Milstein 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Philip Milstein and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Philip Milstein 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimball 
Last name: Milton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kimball Milton and I live in Norman, Oklahoma. 
 
 
Please act to save our priceless heritage! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kimball Milton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eugene 
Last name: Milus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4032 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please keep the roadless rule in the Tongass. Terry Shaw said I need to go there. I plan to go to fish but have 
not made it yet. Please don't mess it up. 
 
Thanks. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Eugene Milus 
 
Salida, CO 91201 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eugene 
Last name: Milus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4032 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please keep the roadless rule in the Tongass. Terry Shaw said I need to go there. I plan to go to fish but have 
not made it yet. Please don't mess it up.  
Thanks. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Eugene Milus 
Salida, CO 91201 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Darius 
Last name: Mina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect our public lands!! The Tongass National Forest is the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world. It 
is the largest National Forest in the country and is a carbon sink that literally sucks carbon out of the air. The 
Trump Administration is a threat to this beautiful forest, climate crisis, and the indigenous people (Tlingit) in the 
area. Not to mention the awesome recreational opportunities available there. Take this comment into 
consideration. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: Minault 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kent Minault 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: Minault 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kent Minault 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: Minault 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kent Minault 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: Minault 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kent Minault 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: james 
Last name: minch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Minch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Mincieli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Mincieli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Mincks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Naomi 
Last name: Mindelzun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Naomi Mindelzun and I live in Palo Alto, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Naomi Mindelzun 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shelley 
Last name: Minden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Old-growth forests like the Tongass National Forest are more valuable than the timber that can be harvested 
from them. Please keep the Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Shelley Minden 
 
Seattle, WA 98102 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Seb 
Last name: Mineo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is a terrible idea. Roads are the initial and potentially the most detrimental reason for habitat loss. This will 
only dig humanity deeper into a hole that we are unable to get out of. Stop the insanity, leave the forests alone. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Miner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Miner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Javan 
Last name: Miner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their 
culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Javan Miner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Miner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/6/2019 11:37:05 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Minerick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tom Minerick and I live in Wasilla, Alaska. Ive been visiting SE for ten years. 
I come for outdoor recreation I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future 
generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  keeping public lands wild for future generations, 
viewing wildlife, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, healthy fish habitat. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The short term 
economic greed does not offset the long term benefits of keeping pristine old growth forests. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure devote resources to 
support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts transition to second growth logging.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Constance 
Last name: Minerovic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Why abuse the Tongass? Corporate Greed MUST be ignored! Tell this MISGUIDED Administration a definite 
NO! Tell them NOT to come back with ANY actions that negatively affect Nature! 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Constance Minerovic 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stefania 
Last name: Minervino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stefania Minervino and I live in Washington, District of Columbia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stefania Minervino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Minges 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Minges and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Minges 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erica 
Last name: Minglis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Erica Minglis and I live in Woodstock, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Erica Minglis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Mingo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana Mingo and I live in Beavercreek, Ohio. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diana Mingo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Mingyar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Mingyar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marija 
Last name: Minic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marija Minic and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marija Minic 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Audrey 
Last name: Minick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Audrey Minick and I live in Milan, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Audrey Minick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Minick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maria Minick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Minick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Minick and I live in Edwards, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Minick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Minicucci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dianne Minicucci and I live in Lake Ann, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dianne Minicucci 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cheryl 
Last name: Minieri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cheryl Minieri and I live in Rowley, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cheryl Minieri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Minieri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Minieri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Minieri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Minieri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Minister 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kristen Minister 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:19:38 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Mink 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Mink 
Lancaster, PA 17601 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Mink 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Mink and I live in Lancaster, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Mink 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nic 
Last name: Mink 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1058 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 10:34:54 AM 
First name: Nicolaas 
Last name: Mink 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicolaas Mink and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have spent 10 years living in and working with the 
natural resources in the Tongass. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, foraging for wild foods, 
the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, carbon sequestration 
and local climate change mitigation. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the 
Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many 
others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any 
alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for low-impact recreation such as 
camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing  passive or active watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife 
habitat, connections from communities. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I believe roads are 
bad for the Tongass!. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: Mink 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ron Mink 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Minkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeremy Minkin and I live in Concord, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeremy Minkin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Minkoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Annette Minkoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Minkoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annette Minkoff and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annette Minkoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Minkoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annette Minkoff and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annette Minkoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1176 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Minks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1188 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julian 
Last name: Minne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5744 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Lightning Bolt Drawing] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Minne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6167 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Minnerath 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please protect this land 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Minnich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5615 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Minnich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Preserve our ecosystem and natural American beauty. DO NOT build roads through the Tongass National 
Forest! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 10:11:17 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Minnichhofer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carla Minnichhofer and I live in Lihue, HI. I have been working in southeast alaska for many years. 
I dont know how to put in words the magic of the forest and the importance of keeping it roadless. I am not only 
speaking up for myself with my job and livelihood showing people the peaceful, yet wildness of the forest, but I 
also feel called to speak up for the salmon and the trees and everything else in between. Please please please 
keep this place wild. There are so many other places in this world turned into a concrete jungle. The 
specialness of this forest is its wildness, its remoteness. Please, we must keep it this way. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in 
nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester 
carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer 
dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Yakutat forelands, all 
of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Its ignoring the 
voices and concerns that speak out for a no action alternative. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should transition to second growth logging.  
 
Please preserve Nd protect our forests  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Minnick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Minnick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robert 
Last name: minnick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robert minnick and I live in Greenlawn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robert minnick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wally 
Last name: MInnick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wally MInnick and I live in Hagerstown, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wally MInnick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Minniear 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Minnis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annette Minnis and I live in Cunningham, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annette Minnis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Mino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christensen, 
Please keep in place the current Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. This rule protects all inventoried roadless 
areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule.  
The Tongass provide an important habitat for a wide variety of wildlife, vegetation, and clean water. It contains 
some of the last remaining intact old-growth temperate rainforests in the world. The area provides an important 
economic benefit for the local community and state of Alaska. It also provides a wide range of recreation 
opportunities. I urge you to keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place on the 
Tongass National Forest. 
The Roadless Rule is among the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve that pristine habitat, but it also saves untold millions 
of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of the 
Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and logging is 
particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unsustainable taxpayer subsidies.  
As we use more and more of our natural resources and don't do so in a way that enables enviromental stability 
we put future generations at risk. Not only will they not have those important natural resources but they will 
never know the beneficial impacts of having the area for recreation, ensuring healthy habitat for wildlife and a 
source of clean fresh water for animals and plants.  
For these reasons, again, I strongly urge you to select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule and keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
Thank youRebecca Mino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cathryn 
Last name: minoli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cathryn minoli and I live in Norwalk, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cathryn minoli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Minor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Minor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hardin 
Last name: Minor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hardin Minor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Minsk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Minsk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nina 
Last name: Minsky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nina Minsky and I live in Allyn-grapeview, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nina Minsky 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Minthorn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Minthorn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Minton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Minton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karly 
Last name: Mintz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karly Mintz and I live in Montclair, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karly Mintz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Minyard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5228 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please leave the road rule as is. These areas need to remain pristine and the fisheries need to be protected. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dave Minyard 
 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Minyard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4103 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please support the no action alternative. We need to keep the protections in place to preserve this valuable 
area. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Dave Minyard 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Minyard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4103 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please support the no action alternative. We need to keep the protections in place to preserve this valuable 
area. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dave Minyard 
 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gia 
Last name: Mioni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gia Mioni 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Miotto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phil Miotto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Miotto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phil Miotto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Mirabella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Mirabella and I live in Staten Island, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Mirabella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: carl 
Last name: mirabile 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is carl mirabile and I live in Titusville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, carl mirabile 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Miraglia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a visitor to the Tongass National Forest, I am opposed to the proposed exemption of the Tongass National 
Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule and support Alternative 1--the no action alternative 
continuing the implementation of the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
Your own website describes the Forest well: 
 
 
 
"The Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and covers most of Southeast Alaska, surrounding the 
famous Inside Passage and offers unique chances to view eagles, bears, spawning salmon, and the breath-
taking vistas of "wild" Alaska." 
 
 
 
The Tongass is also the largest intact temperate rainforest on earth and we must not disrupt and thus destroy 
the delicate balance that exists in the here. The Tongass is a unique and precious place on this earth. Once the 
old-growth trees are gone, along with other impacted flora and fauna, they are gone forever. 
 
 
 
For these reasons, I urge you to maintain the current Roadless Rule in the Tongass. We have the chance to 
protect this special place, so let's continue to do that. 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Miraldi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise Miraldi and I live in Fairfield, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise Miraldi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barb 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6352 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue- 
 
The Tongass belongs to everyone! But this time, even the locals agree w/ the rest of the country. The Roadless 
Rule should remain in place. 
 
Barb Miranda 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carmen 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carmen Miranda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carmen 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carmen Miranda and I live in Bayamon, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carmen Miranda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claudia Miranda and I live in Lake Mary, Florida. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claudia Miranda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evangeline 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Evangeline Miranda and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Evangeline Miranda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Miranda and I live in Santa Ana, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Miranda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Miranda and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Miranda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Miranda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tyler Miranda and I live in Highland Falls, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tyler Miranda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: YVONNE 
Last name: MIRANDA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No Drilling near the Bering River! 
 
I support the following which I have in quotes. 
 
&quot;Alaska DNR is wrong to claim that drilling for oil and gas near the mouth of the pristine Bering River is in 
the State's best interest......&quot; 
 
(It is not!!) 
 
.....We prefer Alternative 1 of the proposed rule, which would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
including the Tongass and Chugach National Forests. &quot; 
 
Dr. Yvonne R. de Miranda, Ph.D 
 
Deadwood, Oregon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Miranti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Alaska is experiencing extreme climate change, resulting in massive melting of frozen areas and alteration of 
other areas. Logging and development increases climate change. Alaskans are suffering massive plant and 
animal loss due to the climate devastation, reducing the livelihoods of many. 
 
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Elizabeth Miranti 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mirasole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Imran 
Last name: Mirdad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Imran Mirdad and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Imran Mirdad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:27:47 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mireault 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathleen Mireault 
Boston, MA 02130 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Miriam 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
keep roadless rule 
 
To Whom It May Concern: i urge you to keep the roadless rule in Tongass and other national forests. We need 
to keep our forests healthy and strong for many reasons, with as little destruction as possible. Please keep the 
roadless rule strong and forbid any mining, logging and truck traffic throughout our public lands. Thank you, 
miriam kurland  
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anton 
Last name: Mironov 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Seth 
Last name: Mirsky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Seth Mirsky and I live in Wiscasset, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Seth Mirsky 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marisa 
Last name: Mirviss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5367 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Protecting key wildlife areas and salmon watersheds such as the Tongass 77 is important for our economy and 
way of life in Southeast Alaska. I am a flyfisherwoman and an avid outdoors woman. While we cannot reverse 
the damage of clear cutting and deforestation in the past, we have an opportunity to conserve the last frontier 
for future generations to witness the majesty of old-growth forests and the magic of wild trout, salmon, and 
steelhead populations. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marisa Mirviss 
 
Truckee, CA 96161 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shahpar 
Last name: Mirza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shahpar Mirza and I live in Palo Alto, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
All of the above. The wildlife needs to be protected. We cant let loggers continue to destroy our planet. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), hydroelectric 
development, inter-tie/transmission line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat 
including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any 
alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Misch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Misch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Misch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Misch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Irene 
Last name: misconi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Irene misconi and I live in Ind Hbr Bch, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Irene misconi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Misconin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Logging the forests in Alaska is a terrible idea. Please don't allow this to happen. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elisa 
Last name: Mishory 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elisa Mishory 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Misicka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ed Misicka and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
Please do what We voted for you to do! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ed Misicka 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Misiura 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janice Misiura and I live in elmhurst NY 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janice Misiura 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Miskiewicz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrea Miskiewicz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Miskolczy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie Miskolczy and I live in Carlisle, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonnie Miskolczy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Miskulnig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Miskulnig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sunil 
Last name: Misra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sunil Misra and I live in Columbia, Maryland. 
 
 
Republicans HATE God's creation.  STOP DESTROYING ALASKAN wild lands. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sunil Misra 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: missfairchild@yahoo.com 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
I support keeping the current Road less Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
We, as a world community, cannot allow some of the largest intact old-growth to be destroyed! 
 
This temperate rain-forest, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the 
economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska.The federal Road less Rule must remain intact and 
current protections kept in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
I am unable to fathom, the why anyone would be involved in plans to reduce and remove ANY protections from 
our national forest's road less areas. The Road-less Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land 
management policies the Federal Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's 
best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent 
to subsidize money-losing timber sales. 
 
The value of the Road-less Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues 
and require massive amounts of taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Denise Fairchild-Garcia 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Missler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Missler and I live in Allen, Texas. 
 
Please do not allow this forest to be decimated. The health of our environment and the animals who live within 
depend on its survival. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sharon Missler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Mistretta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Mistretta and I live in Kentfield, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jill Mistretta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Mistretta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jill Mistretta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ashlee 
Last name: Mitch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please dont let anyone take more of our forests and trees. They help the environment so much and are such a 
nice getaway from technology, we need more parks and forests and green spaces, not less. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mitch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Mitch and I live in Corpus Christi, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Mitch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kyler 
Last name: Mitchall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5811 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mitchel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Mitchel and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
Clearcutting should not be done anywhere except on commercial tree farms. There is no place for clearcutting 
in our national forests. Old growth trees should be left standing. Logging should concentrate on thinning of 
smaller trees in the contiguous US where years of fire suppression have caused the forests to become 
overgrown and subject to catastrophic fires. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, John Mitchel 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 10:59:53 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexander Mitchell and I live in Juneau, Alaska. I've lived here for 3 and a half years. I depend on 
an intact Tongass daily for recreation (fishing, hunting, hiking), as well as for my work which involves helping 
share this wilderness with some of the thousands of visitors it receives every year. I am writing a comment on 
the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption 
will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in 
nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change 
impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations  the status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It prioritizes short 
term economic prosperity over the long term values of the families, cultures, and communities that depend on 
an intact ecosystem for their livelihoods.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anne Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Mitchell and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anne Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Mitchell and I live in Port Angeles, Washington. 
Your job is to PROTECT and DEFEND our national lands and resources . . . NOT allow them to be raped and 
pillaged.  ENOUGH! 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to clean 
water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate destruction  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3090 
 
I and my family wish to go on record as strongly supporting the continuation of the existing 2001 Roadless Rule 
since its inception. The state has lost multiple lawsuits regarding the Rules application on the Tongass. 
 
In 2019 the Governor privatly lobbyed to Trump administration for a full exemption for Alaska. The trump 
administration pressed the Forest Service to rewrite the DEIS to accomodote this politicol agenda. This is an 
outrage!! 
 
The Forest Service released the DEIS on Oct 17, 2019 and from the various altemotes that protect resawses 
other thon timber, identified the alternotive providing maximum timber production and a full exemption from the 
2001 Roadless Rule. For Alaska this plan to hand over Alaska Public lands to industry for single purpose 
resource extraction to the degradation of other resources suc as fish, wildlife, tourism, and subsistence. 
 
This is an outrage!! 
 
Hundreds of thousands of acres of the most valuable timberland of the Tongass N.F. have been granted to teh 
Alaska Native Corporations who are swiftly clearcutting and exporting row logs to foreign countries there is 
relatively little high volume old growth left on the remaining Tongass N.F. lands. To list a few of the areas that 
are most valuable to preserving the production of fish, wildlife and the Southeast Alaska ecosystem, and known 
to me are as follows: 
 
*NW Baranof Island Planning Area* [text underlined for emphasis]: that was determined by interdiciplinary team 
to be more valuable to be undisturbed for protection of other resources. 
 
*Kruzof Island* [text underlined for emphasis]- still recovering from logging and stream degrodotion of the 
1960's. Pulp mill days. 
 
*Halak Istond* [text underlined for emphasis] the same situation. 
 
*Kelp Bay* [text underlined for emphasis] and Katherin Island: logged heavily but has leave strip 
 
*Kadashan River, Tonalite Creek* [text underlined for emphasis] - surrounded by clearcutting 
 
*The eastside of west Baranof* [text underlined for emphasis] including Poison Cove Ushk Bay Patterson Bay. 
This area borders the west Chichodof Wilderness Area and should be included as wilderness. 
 
*Nakwasina Bay, Sound and Narrows* [text underlined for emphasis]. Borders on Halak Island on west and 
Bavonof Island to the east. Heavily logged durring 1960's but leave strips left. Cut over areas thick reproduction 
and steril for wildlife. Leave strips should be left for perminate. 
 
*Cleveland Penensula near* [text underlined for emphasis] Ketchikan - Heavily logged by Native Corporations 
recently, under the tootless and ineffective Alaska Forest Protectas Rule, un cut areas should remain as such 
for fish and wildlife. I can continue listing areas I am familar with. 
 
I am sending this document certified most with return recept of delivery. 
 
I request it be entered into the perminate record of public comments. 
 
I have lived, worked, hunted, fished and explored through out Southeastern Alaska from Yakutat [illegible] to 
Cape Fox since 1965. 
 
I remain 



 
Ben Mitchell 
 
[Address] 
 
Sitka, AK 99835 
 
[Signature] 
 
Dec 11, 2019 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Betsy 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Betsy Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beverly 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beverly Mitchell and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
 
We need clean air to stay alive.  Stop pollution. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Beverly Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie Mitchell and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonnie Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Braden 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brett Mitchell and I live in Goshen, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brett Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Mitchell and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
I remember the line from the movie, Wall Street, in which Gordon Gekko said, "Greed is good." Apparently, this 
is now our government's motto. And now that "Corporations are people too" and "Money equals free speech" it 
is clear for whom the government is working and it's definitely NOT those of us who are average citizens. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cheryl Mitchell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Mitchell and I live in City Of Manassas, Virginia. 
 
 
Please do not destroy our Godsbeautiful creation. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Crystal 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Crystal Mitchell and I live in Bertram, Texas. 
 
 
There shouldn't be anything added to our food that we are not informed of. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Crystal Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow more logging in the Tongus forest. Save wilderness for the future. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do NOT open up the Tongass National Forest to logging! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:32:51 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Mitchell 
Denver, CO 80218 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dillon 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please protect one of the last untouched pieces of US land. The importance and benefit from protecting it is far 
greater than any profit that would any temporarily come from cutting it down its not worth destroying the 
ecosystem that has existed there for thousands of years. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Duff 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization: JUNEAU DISTRICT HEATING 
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule comments attached. 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 Secretary 
 
US Department of Agriculture  
 1400 Independence Ave, SW  
 Washington D.C. 20250 
 
RE: Roadless Rule Comments  
 Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I would like to preface my comments with the statement that I am associated with many business and 
organizational interests and have business experience in seafood, commercial fishing, mining services, 
tourism, and renewable energy development for several decades all of which have occurred in Southeast, 
Alaska. Although I am associated with many organizations such as the Juneau Commission on Sustainability, 
the Alaska Independent Power Producers Association among others and including a hydropower development 
mentioned several times in the DEIS, my comments are my own. I would also state that it is an honor, 
opportunity, and privilege to live and work in the Tongass for over 50 years and have lived through all episodes 
and turns of the Roadless Rule history, it's legal developments and where we stand today. To put matters in a 
historical context, it is very understandable why this special land territory was jealously guarded and protected 
by the Tlingit and Haida peoples whose ancestral lands that modern-day Southeast Alaskans now have the 
benefit to inhabit. The Tongass is blessed with abundant resources: hydropower, minerals, rare earth minerals, 
geothermal resources, fishing, timber, and scenic resources that are breathtaking and the envy of the world. 
Luke 12:48 commends us that for whom much is provided, much is required. As collective stewards of the 
Tongass National Forest, much is required. 
 
We are at a Roadless crossroads; can we collectively and sustainably develop the Tongass resources in a 
productive and harmonized nature? Or do we bury the treasure by cementing a Roadless Rule that would 
preclude responsible development now and for future generations of Alaskans/Americans? 
 
My comments on the Roadless Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) primarily focus that the Roadless 
Rule is a defacto foreclosure to responsible renewable energy development and that the DEIS is lacking an 
acknowledgment and analysis that responsible renewable energy development in the Tongass National Forest 
has significant climate change benefits and reduction of emissions benefits through the displacement of fossil 
fuel use in Southeast Alaska. Advocation and support for renewable energy development are aligned with the 
official policy of the multi-use purpose of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Public Law 106-511 (2000) established an authorization for the Southeast Alaska Intertie (Exhibit A) would 
interconnect all Southeast Alaska communities to sustainable, lower cost and clean hydropower generated in 
and for Tongass Forest communities and industry that would displace diesel electrical generation and diesel 
heating while reducing emissions and Green House Gasses now and forever. Apparently, in all 585 pages of 
the DEIS, there is not one mention of the Southeast Intertie or the Public Law creating its authorization 
(although all other relevant Public Laws were cited) or the fact that 
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virtually every community of Southeast Alaska is on record supporting the Southeast Intertie (Exhibit B). 
Further, the Roadless DEIS is noticeably absent on the recognition and protection of the several powersite 
classifications authorized in perpetuity to several hydropower sites in the Tongass. These powersites are not 
trivial as mineral exploration and other uses/claims are prohibited or restricted on these sites. However, reading 
the DEIS, one would not know that these federally protected Tongass powersite classification sites even exist. 
 
The USFS has an extensive list of the over 200 hydropower sites identified in Southeast Alaska in 
Waterpowers of Southeast Alaska-1947 (with earlier and later studies verifying these sites). The USFS is 
internally aware of every powersite classification in Southeast Alaska. My purpose in raising federal powersite 
classifications and the Southeast Intertie issue is that all Alternatives except for Alternative 6 do not permit or 
recognize the legal standing and body of law related to US federal powersite classification on select 
hydropower resources and the Public Law authorizing the Southeast Intertie. Only Alternative 6 protects the 
pre-existing powersite classifications and the Southeast Intertie Public Law 106-511, both of which were 
established by Congress, not an executive branch rule such as the Roadless Rule. For further understanding 
about powersite classifications, I refer you to the Department of Interior publication, "It has been debated, 
decided and declared, A chronical of the requirements for the Waterpower and Reservoir Resources Program", 
May 2000. Bureau of Land Management. National Applied Resource Sciences Center. 
 
Additionally, the DEIS does not address the impacts of an ever-changing Southeast Alaska energy landscape 
where if we do not connect smaller, primarily Native Alaskan village communities to a unified Southeast Intertie 
grid, they will be forever subjugated to expensive (and a heavy pollution source of emissions) based diesel 
generation. The current diesel dependency is already economically crippling and disadvantageously impacting 
these communities due to their lack of access to lower-cost, clean energy through hydropower and intertie 
resources. The Roadless Rule Alternative 1 will regulatorily and unfortunately eliminate fiscally prudent and 
market-based hydropower development and interties. Alternatives 2 through 5 cause any proposed or 
permitted hydropower or intertie development to face regulatory uncertainty, increased investor and 
government risk and therefore precludes their financial development of the project...forever. 
 
Consider this preclusionary bias against federal power site classification hydropower sites, USFS recognized 
hydropower and geothermal resources in the Tongass and bias against the Southeast Intertie (why else would 
they not be mentioned in the DEIS?) as a backdrop against the fact that within the Tongass National Forest 
there is the greatest disparity of electrical costs of anywhere in the Nation. We have non-intertie connected 
communities suffering high unemployment, social problems and a lower standard of living due to electrical 
power costs that exceed 5 times the national average for electricity (due to diesel, lower economies of scale, 
and no interties to low-cost hydropower). Juxtaposed against this national disgrace, we have predominately 
urban Southeast Alaska communities on hydropower (primarily built pre-Roadless Rule) based electricity that's 
cost is closely aligned with the national average for electricity. It is not just Native Alaskan communities without 
interties that benefit from a repeal of the Roadless Rule, but also other remote development interests which 
would have their regulatory fuel handling and emission compliance much easier to attain with access to clean, 
renewable energy. 
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Interestingly, the USFS removed the Transportation Utility System Land Use Designation (TUS LUD) with the 
2016 version of the TLMP. I would suggest that such removal was misguided, and the TUS LUD should be 
reinstated for the reasons I have brought forward but would also add and recognize that the development of 
hydropower has profound climate change and greenhouse beneficial impacts in Southeast Alaska. 
 



Transporting, importing and burning fuel oil into the Tongass with the nature of inevitable fuel spills and 
emissions to generate electricity unnecessarily contributes to GHG emissions and a large carbon footprint. This 
phenomenon is directly caused, in part, by the Roadless Rule and its restrictions on hydropower development 
and transmission interties. The DEIS discusses climate change and carbon sequestration of the Tongass forest 
for environmental habitat but fails to address how Tongass based hydropower and geothermal development 
would displace fossil fuel importation and burning in the region and assist in the transformation from a diesel-
based economy to a no-emission, renewable-energy-based economy. This omission in the DEIS diminishes 
the position that removing Roadless Rule provisions for hydropower development and transmission interties 
between Southeast Alaska communities or from generation to load centers is critical for anyone truly concerned 
with climate change and the transformation of cleaner, renewable energy sources to displace fossil fuel use. 
Unfortunately, the Roadless Rule makes any renewable energy development and interties in the Tongass 
speculative, regulatory uncertain, and economically more expensive thereby lessening the competitive cost 
advantage of responsible renewable energy development over fossil fuel use for heating and electrical 
generation in Southeast Alaska. In essence, all alternatives except for Alternative 6 lock our region into a "stuck 
on diesel" destiny. 
 
Responsible hydropower development requires complex federal, state and local permitting, compliance with the 
USFS TLMP and a Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) EIS. These requirements are strenuous 
enough to weed out irresponsible hydropower development and good projects should not bear the additional 
risk that a non-elected Forest Service official will reserve a Roadless Rule approval or not (As Alternative 2-5 
suggest). "If the Responsible Official determines that... a road is needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest 
Service's "Responsible Official" to decide whether a road is needed without any criteria for doing so. This is a 
needless and burdensome requirement that unnecessarily manufactures risk and uncertainty that consequently 
disincentivizes and impedes responsible development that would otherwise meet all other regulatory 
thresholds. 
 
As previously highlighted in earlier remarks, only Alternative 6 protects and grandfathers federal powersite 
classifications and the Southeast Intertie against the restrictions of the Roadless Rule. The DEIS does not 
focus forward to the future use and demand for renewable energy (hydropower, geothermal, tidal) or critical 
rare earth minerals in the Tongass to fuel local sustainable energy requirements and US renewable 
requirements. The Tongass, therefore, has regional and national renewable energy and climate change 
implications since rare earth minerals are used in wind turbines, solar voltaic cells/panels, and other electric 
equipment to include electric vehicles. Importantly, the DEIS socio-economic analysis should have considered 
the renewable energy transformation occurring in our country now (Juneau, Alaska has one of the highest 
electric vehicle ownership per capita in the US1) and 
 
1 https://www.bizjournals.com/pacific/news/2018/11/16/honolulu-among-top-10-electric-vehicle-markets-in.html 
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the sustainable energy requirement of Southeast Alaska communities in the Tongass 10, 20 or 50 years 
henceforward. 
 
Juneau, Alaska is a world leader in the adoption of electric-based heat pump technology which is the most 
efficient form of electric heating known to man. As more heat pumps are installed and used in Southeast, 
Alaska, the more renewable energy will be required to supply this load. Juneau's airport, schools, swimming 
pool, library are already on heat pumps. The electric transformation and dynamic environment we are now 
seeing are prescient of the demand for renewable energy in the future of the Tongass. This demand is not 
limited to the heating of Tongass communities. Consider that Baltic countries have already converted to 
"electric" ferries and the State of Washington is beginning to convert its ferry systems to electric. All-electric 
ferry cuts emission by 95% and costs by 80% compared to fuel-powered counterparts and the results are 
attracting customers2. Without low-cost sources of hydropower and the transmission lines to fuel, this new 
marine transportation and ferry technologies now being adopted, our Native villages will be unable to 
economically dock and recharge these ferries. 
 



Failure to overturn the Roadless Rule and make concrete and unequivocal safeguards for hydropower 
resources and the Southeast Intertie will continue the downward economic cycle for our currently lowest 
economically endowed communities and will only get worse. However, access to hydropower installations 
producing lower-cost power and then transmission of this lower-cost power to these communities should be a 
mission-critical consideration of the Roadless Rule DEIS. Sentencing our poorest diesel energy-based 
Southeast communities to a stuck-on-diesel-destiny is an unintended economic and environmental 
consequence of the Roadless Rule. Regardless of the intention, the corresponding contentious impact on 
Southeast Alaska and our poorest communities can be abated by overturning the Roadless Rule in Alternative 
6. 
 
Consider that in the book of Mathew, the "Parable of the Talents" where the unworthy servant buries the talent, 
neglecting their duty and was rightfully chastised with the mistaken belief they were protecting their Master's 
resource, but instead were found dishonorable. So too failing to fully utilize a given resource for the good of 
providing renewable energy to the citizens of Southeast Alaska is a similar dereliction of duty. Instead, for 
whom much is provided, much is required. Much is provided to our region of Alaska for the Tongass National 
Forest provides resources to be harvested, mined, and renewable resources developed in harmony with nature 
through permitting. The requirement is to properly develop resources through established Environmental 
Impact Assessments and Statements coordinated with the TLMP. The Roadless Rule instead circumvents this 
time-honored and proven process to unwisely preclude reasonable and responsible renewable energy 
development for this and future generations of Alaskans and Americans. I ask that you wisely not bury the 
Talent, but instead allow the Tongass (our Talent) to prosper. 
 
2 All-electric ferry cuts emission by 95% and costs by 80% compared to fuel-powered counterparts and the 
results are attracting customers. https://ww.electrek.co/2018/02/03/all-electric-ferry-cuts-emission-cost/ 
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I thank you for the ability to make a [auto-markup:Request for Comment Extension]public comment[auto-
markup end] for Alternative 6 and humbly offer insights that may or may not have been addressed by other 
commenters. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Duff Mitchell 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
[Attachment includes Exhibit A. Public Law 106-511 Southeast Intertie] 
 
[Attachment includes Exhibit B. Community Support Letters and Resolution for the Southeast Intertie] 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Assembly of the City and Borough of Juneau, AK): resolution #1882 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Assembly of the City and Borough of Sitka, AK): resolution #97-678 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Council of the City of Wrangell, AK): resolution #06-97-679 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects (City 
of Hoonah, AK): resolution #97-07-13 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects (City 
Council of the City of Petersburg, AK): resolution #1490-R 



 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Assembly of the City and Borough of Juneau, AK): resolution #2203 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 Secretary 
 
US Department of Agriculture  
 1400 Independence Ave, SW  
 Washington D.C. 20250 
 
RE: Roadless Rule Comments  
 Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I would like to preface my comments with the statement that I am associated with many business and 
organizational interests and have business experience in seafood, commercial fishing, mining services, 
tourism, and renewable energy development for several decades all of which have occurred in Southeast, 
Alaska. Although I am associated with many organizations such as the Juneau Commission on Sustainability, 
the Alaska Independent Power Producers Association among others and including a hydropower development 
mentioned several times in the DEIS, my comments are my own. I would also state that it is an honor, 
opportunity, and privilege to live and work in the Tongass for over 50 years and have lived through all episodes 
and turns of the Roadless Rule history, it's legal developments and where we stand today. To put matters in a 
historical context, it is very understandable why this special land territory was jealously guarded and protected 
by the Tlingit and Haida peoples whose ancestral lands that modern-day Southeast Alaskans now have the 
benefit to inhabit. The Tongass is blessed with abundant resources: hydropower, minerals, rare earth minerals, 
geothermal resources, fishing, timber, and scenic resources that are breathtaking and the envy of the world. 
Luke 12:48 commends us that for whom much is provided, much is required. As collective stewards of the 
Tongass National Forest, much is required. 
 
We are at a Roadless crossroads; can we collectively and sustainably develop the Tongass resources in a 
productive and harmonized nature? Or do we bury the treasure by cementing a Roadless Rule that would 
preclude responsible development now and for future generations of Alaskans/Americans? 
 
My comments on the Roadless Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) primarily focus that the Roadless 
Rule is a defacto foreclosure to responsible renewable energy development and that the DEIS is lacking an 
acknowledgment and analysis that responsible renewable energy development in the Tongass National Forest 
has significant climate change benefits and reduction of emissions benefits through the displacement of fossil 
fuel use in Southeast Alaska. Advocation and support for renewable energy development are aligned with the 
official policy of the multi-use purpose of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Public Law 106-511 (2000) established an authorization for the Southeast Alaska Intertie (Exhibit A) would 
interconnect all Southeast Alaska communities to sustainable, lower cost and clean hydropower generated in 
and for Tongass Forest communities and industry that would displace diesel electrical generation and diesel 
heating while reducing emissions and Green House Gasses now and forever. Apparently, in all 585 pages of 
the DEIS, there is not one mention of the Southeast Intertie or the Public Law creating its authorization 
(although all other relevant Public Laws were cited) or the fact that 
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virtually every community of Southeast Alaska is on record supporting the Southeast Intertie (Exhibit B). 
Further, the Roadless DEIS is noticeably absent on the recognition and protection of the several powersite 
classifications authorized in perpetuity to several hydropower sites in the Tongass. These powersites are not 
trivial as mineral exploration and other uses/claims are prohibited or restricted on these sites. However, reading 
the DEIS, one would not know that these federally protected Tongass powersite classification sites even exist. 
 
The USFS has an extensive list of the over 200 hydropower sites identified in Southeast Alaska in 
Waterpowers of Southeast Alaska-1947 (with earlier and later studies verifying these sites). The USFS is 
internally aware of every powersite classification in Southeast Alaska. My purpose in raising federal powersite 
classifications and the Southeast Intertie issue is that all Alternatives except for Alternative 6 do not permit or 
recognize the legal standing and body of law related to US federal powersite classification on select 
hydropower resources and the Public Law authorizing the Southeast Intertie. Only Alternative 6 protects the 
pre-existing powersite classifications and the Southeast Intertie Public Law 106-511, both of which were 
established by Congress, not an executive branch rule such as the Roadless Rule. For further understanding 
about powersite classifications, I refer you to the Department of Interior publication, "It has been debated, 
decided and declared, A chronical of the requirements for the Waterpower and Reservoir Resources Program", 
May 2000. Bureau of Land Management. National Applied Resource Sciences Center. 
 
Additionally, the DEIS does not address the impacts of an ever-changing Southeast Alaska energy landscape 
where if we do not connect smaller, primarily Native Alaskan village communities to a unified Southeast Intertie 
grid, they will be forever subjugated to expensive (and a heavy pollution source of emissions) based diesel 
generation. The current diesel dependency is already economically crippling and disadvantageously impacting 
these communities due to their lack of access to lower-cost, clean energy through hydropower and intertie 
resources. The Roadless Rule Alternative 1 will regulatorily and unfortunately eliminate fiscally prudent and 
market-based hydropower development and interties. Alternatives 2 through 5 cause any proposed or 
permitted hydropower or intertie development to face regulatory uncertainty, increased investor and 
government risk and therefore precludes their financial development of the project...forever. 
 
Consider this preclusionary bias against federal power site classification hydropower sites, USFS recognized 
hydropower and geothermal resources in the Tongass and bias against the Southeast Intertie (why else would 
they not be mentioned in the DEIS?) as a backdrop against the fact that within the Tongass National Forest 
there is the greatest disparity of electrical costs of anywhere in the Nation. We have non-intertie connected 
communities suffering high unemployment, social problems and a lower standard of living due to electrical 
power costs that exceed 5 times the national average for electricity (due to diesel, lower economies of scale, 
and no interties to low-cost hydropower). Juxtaposed against this national disgrace, we have predominately 
urban Southeast Alaska communities on hydropower (primarily built pre-Roadless Rule) based electricity that's 
cost is closely aligned with the national average for electricity. It is not just Native Alaskan communities without 
interties that benefit from a repeal of the Roadless Rule, but also other remote development interests which 
would have their regulatory fuel handling and emission compliance much easier to attain with access to clean, 
renewable energy. 
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Interestingly, the USFS removed the Transportation Utility System Land Use Designation (TUS LUD) with the 
2016 version of the TLMP. I would suggest that such removal was misguided, and the TUS LUD should be 
reinstated for the reasons I have brought forward but would also add and recognize that the development of 
hydropower has profound climate change and greenhouse beneficial impacts in Southeast Alaska. 
 
Transporting, importing and burning fuel oil into the Tongass with the nature of inevitable fuel spills and 
emissions to generate electricity unnecessarily contributes to GHG emissions and a large carbon footprint. This 
phenomenon is directly caused, in part, by the Roadless Rule and its restrictions on hydropower development 
and transmission interties. The DEIS discusses climate change and carbon sequestration of the Tongass forest 



for environmental habitat but fails to address how Tongass based hydropower and geothermal development 
would displace fossil fuel importation and burning in the region and assist in the transformation from a diesel-
based economy to a no-emission, renewable-energy-based economy. This omission in the DEIS diminishes 
the position that removing Roadless Rule provisions for hydropower development and transmission interties 
between Southeast Alaska communities or from generation to load centers is critical for anyone truly concerned 
with climate change and the transformation of cleaner, renewable energy sources to displace fossil fuel use. 
Unfortunately, the Roadless Rule makes any renewable energy development and interties in the Tongass 
speculative, regulatory uncertain, and economically more expensive thereby lessening the competitive cost 
advantage of responsible renewable energy development over fossil fuel use for heating and electrical 
generation in Southeast Alaska. In essence, all alternatives except for Alternative 6 lock our region into a "stuck 
on diesel" destiny. 
 
Responsible hydropower development requires complex federal, state and local permitting, compliance with the 
USFS TLMP and a Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) EIS. These requirements are strenuous 
enough to weed out irresponsible hydropower development and good projects should not bear the additional 
risk that a non-elected Forest Service official will reserve a Roadless Rule approval or not (As Alternative 2-5 
suggest). "If the Responsible Official determines that... a road is needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest 
Service's "Responsible Official" to decide whether a road is needed without any criteria for doing so. This is a 
needless and burdensome requirement that unnecessarily manufactures risk and uncertainty that consequently 
disincentivizes and impedes responsible development that would otherwise meet all other regulatory 
thresholds. 
 
As previously highlighted in earlier remarks, only Alternative 6 protects and grandfathers federal powersite 
classifications and the Southeast Intertie against the restrictions of the Roadless Rule. The DEIS does not 
focus forward to the future use and demand for renewable energy (hydropower, geothermal, tidal) or critical 
rare earth minerals in the Tongass to fuel local sustainable energy requirements and US renewable 
requirements. The Tongass, therefore, has regional and national renewable energy and climate change 
implications since rare earth minerals are used in wind turbines, solar voltaic cells/panels, and other electric 
equipment to include electric vehicles. Importantly, the DEIS socio-economic analysis should have considered 
the renewable energy transformation occurring in our country now (Juneau, Alaska has one of the highest 
electric vehicle ownership per capita in the US1) and 
 
1 https://www.bizjournals.com/pacific/news/2018/11/16/honolulu-among-top-10-electric-vehicle-markets-in.html 
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the sustainable energy requirement of Southeast Alaska communities in the Tongass 10, 20 or 50 years 
henceforward. 
 
Juneau, Alaska is a world leader in the adoption of electric-based heat pump technology which is the most 
efficient form of electric heating known to man. As more heat pumps are installed and used in Southeast, 
Alaska, the more renewable energy will be required to supply this load. Juneau's airport, schools, swimming 
pool, library are already on heat pumps. The electric transformation and dynamic environment we are now 
seeing are prescient of the demand for renewable energy in the future of the Tongass. This demand is not 
limited to the heating of Tongass communities. Consider that Baltic countries have already converted to 
"electric" ferries and the State of Washington is beginning to convert its ferry systems to electric. All-electric 
ferry cuts emission by 95% and costs by 80% compared to fuel-powered counterparts and the results are 
attracting customers2. Without low-cost sources of hydropower and the transmission lines to fuel, this new 
marine transportation and ferry technologies now being adopted, our Native villages will be unable to 
economically dock and recharge these ferries. 
 
Failure to overturn the Roadless Rule and make concrete and unequivocal safeguards for hydropower 
resources and the Southeast Intertie will continue the downward economic cycle for our currently lowest 
economically endowed communities and will only get worse. However, access to hydropower installations 
producing lower-cost power and then transmission of this lower-cost power to these communities should be a 



mission-critical consideration of the Roadless Rule DEIS. Sentencing our poorest diesel energy-based 
Southeast communities to a stuck-on-diesel-destiny is an unintended economic and environmental 
consequence of the Roadless Rule. Regardless of the intention, the corresponding contentious impact on 
Southeast Alaska and our poorest communities can be abated by overturning the Roadless Rule in Alternative 
6. 
 
Consider that in the book of Mathew, the "Parable of the Talents" where the unworthy servant buries the talent, 
neglecting their duty and was rightfully chastised with the mistaken belief they were protecting their Master's 
resource, but instead were found dishonorable. So too failing to fully utilize a given resource for the good of 
providing renewable energy to the citizens of Southeast Alaska is a similar dereliction of duty. Instead, for 
whom much is provided, much is required. Much is provided to our region of Alaska for the Tongass National 
Forest provides resources to be harvested, mined, and renewable resources developed in harmony with nature 
through permitting. The requirement is to properly develop resources through established Environmental 
Impact Assessments and Statements coordinated with the TLMP. The Roadless Rule instead circumvents this 
time-honored and proven process to unwisely preclude reasonable and responsible renewable energy 
development for this and future generations of Alaskans and Americans. I ask that you wisely not bury the 
Talent, but instead allow the Tongass (our Talent) to prosper. 
 
2 All-electric ferry cuts emission by 95% and costs by 80% compared to fuel-powered counterparts and the 
results are attracting customers. https://ww.electrek.co/2018/02/03/all-electric-ferry-cuts-emission-cost/ 
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I thank you for the ability to make a [auto-markup:Request for Comment Extension]public comment[auto-
markup end] for Alternative 6 and humbly offer insights that may or may not have been addressed by other 
commenters. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Duff Mitchell 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
[Attachment includes Exhibit A. Public Law 106-511 Southeast Intertie] 
 
[Attachment includes Exhibit B. Community Support Letters and Resolution for the Southeast Intertie] 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Assembly of the City and Borough of Juneau, AK): resolution #1882 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Assembly of the City and Borough of Sitka, AK): resolution #97-678 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Council of the City of Wrangell, AK): resolution #06-97-679 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects (City 
of Hoonah, AK): resolution #97-07-13 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects (City 
Council of the City of Petersburg, AK): resolution #1490-R 
 
Resolution expressing support for Southeast Alaska electrical intertie and transportation corridor projects 
(Assembly of the City and Borough of Juneau, AK): resolution #2203 
 



 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Duff 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Is there a website link to read comments already submitted on the Roadless Rule EIS? 
 
Hi, Please let me know if there is an opportunity to read comments 
 
Also, who was the contractor and names of people used to draft the EIS? 
 
thanks, 
 
Duff 
 
Duff W. Mitchell 
 
[Position] 
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December 16, 2019 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue 
Secretary 
US Department of Agriculture 
1400 Independence Ave, SW 
Washington D.C. 20250 
 
RE: Roadless Rule Comments  
 

Dear Secretary Perdue, 

I would like to preface my comments with the statement that I am associated with many business and 

organizational interests and have business experience in seafood, commercial fishing, mining services, 

tourism, and renewable energy development for several decades all of which have occurred in 

Southeast, Alaska.  Although I am associated with many organizations such as the Juneau Commission 

on Sustainability, the Alaska Independent Power Producers Association among others and including a 

hydropower development mentioned several times in the DEIS, my comments are my own. I would also 

state that it is an honor, opportunity, and privilege to live and work in the Tongass for over 50 years and 

have lived through all episodes and turns of the Roadless Rule history, it’s legal developments and 

where we stand today. To put matters in a historical context, it is very understandable why this special 

land territory was jealously guarded and protected by the Tlingit and Haida peoples whose ancestral 

lands that modern-day Southeast Alaskans now have the benefit to inhabit. The Tongass is blessed with 

abundant resources: hydropower, minerals, rare earth minerals, geothermal resources, fishing, timber, 

and scenic resources that are breathtaking and the envy of the world.  Luke 12:48 commends us that for 

whom much is provided, much is required. As collective stewards of the Tongass National Forest, much 

is required. 

We are at a Roadless crossroads; can we collectively and sustainably develop the Tongass resources in a 

productive and harmonized nature? Or do we bury the treasure by cementing a Roadless Rule that 

would preclude responsible development now and for future generations of Alaskans/Americans?  

My comments on the Roadless Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) primarily focus that the 

Roadless Rule is a defacto foreclosure to responsible renewable energy development and that the DEIS 

is lacking an acknowledgment and analysis that responsible renewable energy development in the 

Tongass National Forest has significant climate change benefits and reduction of emissions benefits 

through the displacement of fossil fuel use in Southeast Alaska. Advocation and support for renewable 

energy development are aligned with the official policy of the multi-use purpose of the Tongass National 

Forest.  

Public Law 106-511 (2000) established an authorization for the Southeast Alaska Intertie (Exhibit A) 

would interconnect all Southeast Alaska communities to sustainable, lower cost and clean hydropower 

generated in and for Tongass Forest communities and industry that would displace diesel electrical 

generation and diesel heating while reducing emissions and Green House Gasses now and forever.  

Apparently, in all 585 pages of the DEIS, there is not one mention of the Southeast Intertie or the Public 

Law creating its authorization (although all other relevant Public Laws were cited) or the fact that 
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virtually every community of Southeast Alaska is on record supporting the Southeast Intertie (Exhibit B). 

Further, the Roadless DEIS is noticeably absent on the recognition and protection of the several 

powersite classifications authorized in perpetuity to several hydropower sites in the Tongass. These 

powersites are not trivial as mineral exploration and other uses/claims are prohibited or restricted on 

these sites. However, reading the DEIS, one would not know that these federally protected Tongass 

powersite classification sites even exist. 

The USFS has an extensive list of the over 200 hydropower sites identified in Southeast Alaska in 

Waterpowers of Southeast Alaska-1947 (with earlier and later studies verifying these sites). The USFS is 

internally aware of every powersite classification in Southeast Alaska. My purpose in raising federal 

powersite classifications and the Southeast Intertie issue is that all Alternatives except for Alternative 6 

do not permit or recognize the legal standing and body of law related to US federal powersite 

classification on select hydropower resources and the Public Law authorizing the Southeast Intertie. 

Only Alternative 6 protects the pre-existing powersite classifications and the Southeast Intertie Public 

Law 106-511, both of which were established by Congress, not an executive branch rule such as the 

Roadless Rule. For further understanding about powersite classifications, I refer you to the Department 

of Interior publication, “It has been debated, decided and declared, A chronical of the requirements for 

the Waterpower and Reservoir Resources Program”, May 2000. Bureau of Land Management. National 

Applied Resource Sciences Center. 

Additionally, the DEIS does not address the impacts of an ever-changing Southeast Alaska energy 

landscape where if we do not connect smaller, primarily Native Alaskan village communities to a unified 

Southeast Intertie grid, they will be forever subjugated to expensive (and a heavy pollution source of 

emissions) based diesel generation. The current diesel dependency is already economically crippling and 

disadvantageously impacting these communities due to their lack of access to lower-cost, clean energy 

through hydropower and intertie resources.  The Roadless Rule Alternative 1 will regulatorily and 

unfortunately eliminate fiscally prudent and market-based hydropower development and interties. 

Alternatives 2 through 5 cause any proposed or permitted hydropower or intertie development to face 

regulatory uncertainty, increased investor and government risk and therefore precludes their financial 

development of the project…forever. 

Consider this preclusionary bias against federal power site classification hydropower sites, USFS 

recognized hydropower and geothermal resources in the Tongass and bias against the Southeast Intertie 

(why else would they not be mentioned in the DEIS?) as a backdrop against the fact that within the 

Tongass National Forest there is the greatest disparity of electrical costs of anywhere in the Nation. We 

have non-intertie connected communities suffering high unemployment, social problems and a lower 

standard of living due to electrical power costs that exceed 5 times the national average for electricity 

(due to diesel, lower economies of scale, and no interties to low-cost hydropower). Juxtaposed against 

this national disgrace, we have predominately urban Southeast Alaska communities on hydropower 

(primarily built pre-Roadless Rule) based electricity that’s cost is closely aligned with the national 

average for electricity. It is not just Native Alaskan communities without interties that benefit from a 

repeal of the Roadless Rule, but also other remote development interests which would have their 

regulatory fuel handling and emission compliance much easier to attain with access to clean, renewable 

energy.  
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Interestingly, the USFS removed the Transportation Utility System Land Use Designation (TUS LUD) with 

the 2016 version of the TLMP.  I would suggest that such removal was misguided, and the TUS LUD 

should be reinstated for the reasons I have brought forward but would also add and recognize that the 

development of hydropower has profound climate change and greenhouse beneficial impacts in 

Southeast Alaska. 

Transporting, importing and burning fuel oil into the Tongass with the nature of inevitable fuel spills and 

emissions to generate electricity unnecessarily contributes to GHG emissions and a large carbon 

footprint. This phenomenon is directly caused, in part, by the Roadless Rule and its restrictions on 

hydropower development and transmission interties.  The DEIS discusses climate change and carbon 

sequestration of the Tongass forest for environmental habitat but fails to address how Tongass based 

hydropower and geothermal development would displace fossil fuel importation and burning in the 

region and assist in the transformation from a diesel-based economy to a no-emission, renewable-

energy-based economy. This omission in the DEIS diminishes the position that removing Roadless Rule 

provisions for hydropower development and transmission interties between Southeast Alaska 

communities or from generation to load centers is critical for anyone truly concerned with climate 

change and the transformation of cleaner, renewable energy sources to displace fossil fuel use. 

Unfortunately, the Roadless Rule makes any renewable energy development and interties in the 

Tongass speculative, regulatory uncertain, and economically more expensive thereby lessening the 

competitive cost advantage of responsible renewable energy development over fossil fuel use for 

heating and electrical generation in Southeast Alaska. In essence, all alternatives except for Alternative 6 

lock our region into a “stuck on diesel” destiny.  

Responsible hydropower development requires complex federal, state and local permitting, compliance 

with the USFS TLMP and a Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) EIS. These requirements are 

strenuous enough to weed out irresponsible hydropower development and good projects should not 

bear the additional risk that a non-elected Forest Service official will reserve a Roadless Rule approval or 

not (As Alternative 2-5 suggest). “If the Responsible Official determines that…  a road is needed,” 

thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service’s “Responsible Official” to decide whether a road is needed 

without any criteria for doing so. This is a needless and burdensome requirement that unnecessarily 

manufactures risk and uncertainty that consequently disincentivizes and impedes responsible 

development that would otherwise meet all other regulatory thresholds. 

As previously highlighted in earlier remarks, only Alternative 6 protects and grandfathers federal 

powersite classifications and the Southeast Intertie against the restrictions of the Roadless Rule. The 

DEIS does not focus forward to the future use and demand for renewable energy (hydropower, 

geothermal, tidal) or critical rare earth minerals in the Tongass to fuel local sustainable energy 

requirements and US renewable requirements. The Tongass, therefore, has regional and national 

renewable energy and climate change implications since rare earth minerals are used in wind turbines, 

solar voltaic cells/panels, and other electric equipment to include electric vehicles. Importantly, the DEIS 

socio-economic analysis should have considered the renewable energy transformation occurring in our 

country now (Juneau, Alaska has one of the highest electric vehicle ownership per capita in the US1)  and 

 
1 https://www.bizjournals.com/pacific/news/2018/11/16/honolulu-among-top-10-electric-vehicle-markets-in.html 
 

https://www.bizjournals.com/pacific/news/2018/11/16/honolulu-among-top-10-electric-vehicle-markets-in.html
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the sustainable energy requirement of Southeast Alaska communities in the Tongass 10, 20 or 50 years 

henceforward. 

Juneau, Alaska is a world leader in the adoption of electric-based heat pump technology which is the 

most efficient form of electric heating known to man. As more heat pumps are installed and used in 

Southeast, Alaska, the more renewable energy will be required to supply this load.  Juneau’s airport, 

schools, swimming pool, library are already on heat pumps.  The electric transformation and dynamic 

environment we are now seeing are prescient of the demand for renewable energy in the future of the 

Tongass. This demand is not limited to the heating of Tongass communities. Consider that Baltic 

countries have already converted to “electric” ferries and the State of Washington is beginning to 

convert its ferry systems to electric. All-electric ferry cuts emission by 95% and costs by 80% compared 

to fuel-powered counterparts and the results are attracting customers2.  Without low-cost sources of 

hydropower and the transmission lines to fuel, this new marine transportation and ferry technologies 

now being adopted, our Native villages will be unable to economically dock and recharge these ferries.  

Failure to overturn the Roadless Rule and make concrete and unequivocal safeguards for hydropower 

resources and the Southeast Intertie will continue the downward economic cycle for our currently 

lowest economically endowed communities and will only get worse.  However, access to hydropower 

installations producing lower-cost power and then transmission of this lower-cost power to these 

communities should be a mission-critical consideration of the Roadless Rule DEIS. Sentencing our 

poorest diesel energy-based Southeast communities to a stuck-on-diesel-destiny is an unintended 

economic and environmental consequence of the Roadless Rule. Regardless of the intention, the 

corresponding contentious impact on Southeast Alaska and our poorest communities can be abated by 

overturning the Roadless Rule in Alternative 6.  

Consider that in the book of Mathew, the “Parable of the Talents” where the unworthy servant buries 

the talent, neglecting their duty and was rightfully chastised with the mistaken belief they were 

protecting their Master’s resource, but instead were found dishonorable.  So too failing to fully utilize a 

given resource for the good of providing renewable energy to the citizens of Southeast Alaska is a similar 

dereliction of duty. Instead, for whom much is provided, much is required.  Much is provided to our 

region of Alaska for the Tongass National Forest provides resources to be harvested, mined, and 

renewable resources developed in harmony with nature through permitting. The requirement is to 

properly develop resources through established Environmental Impact Assessments and Statements 

coordinated with the TLMP. The Roadless Rule instead circumvents this time-honored and proven 

process to unwisely preclude reasonable and responsible renewable energy development for this and 

future generations of Alaskans and Americans. I ask that you wisely not bury the Talent, but instead 

allow the Tongass (our Talent) to prosper. 

 

 

 

 
2 All-electric ferry cuts emission by 95% and costs by 80% compared to fuel-powered counterparts and the results 
are attracting customers. https://ww.electrek.co/2018/02/03/all-electric-ferry-cuts-emission-cost/ 
 

https://ww.electrek.co/2018/02/03/all-electric-ferry-cuts-emission-cost/
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I thank you for the ability to make a public comment for Alternative 6 and humbly offer insights that 

may or may not have been addressed by other commenters.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Duff Mitchell 
3274 Pioneer Ave. 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Exhibit A.  Public Law 106-511 Southeast Intertie 
Exhibit B.  Community Support Letters and Resolution for the Southeast Intertie 







































 

Young endorses energy projects 
US Congressman suggests Permanent Fund invest in power 
 
 
Friday, April 10, 2009  
By Pat Forgey | JUNEAU EMPIRE 

Rep. Don Young has given a strong endorsement to one of Southeast Alaska's top priorities for 
economic development, an energy grid connecting new hydroelectric power plants throughout the 
region.  

"There ought to be a grid put together," Young said. "You can't develop even a cottage industry unless 
you have cheap power."  

Young, who has represented Alaska in the U.S. House of Representatives since 1973, said energy was 
the state's number one problem, but not enough was being done about it.  

"What the governor and the Legislature should do, instead of just talking," is develop rural Alaska's 
energy resources, he said. "We've talked about it long enough."  

Young spoke this week to the Native Issues Forum at the Alaska Native Brotherhood Hall in Juneau, 
and with one of Juneau's Rotary clubs.  

While some Southeast communities have relatively inexpensive hydroelectric power, inadequate 
transmission lines mean many rural communities remain on diesel power. And inability to get power 
to consumers means some likely hydro sites can't be developed economically. It's unlikely the 
communities would be able to use all the power produced, or be able to sell excess energy.  

Young suggested the Alaska Permanent Fund invest in power projects, instead of investments 
elsewhere.  

"Instead of investing our money in real estate in Virginia, bring that money back here and invest it in 
power," he said.  

The real estate he was referring to is the Permanent Fund's huge Tyson's Corner Mall in Northern 
Virginia.  

The often confrontational Congressman sounded conciliatory in Juneau. His message: Everyone needs 
to work to bring more power to Alaska.  

"Lets all work together, let's hold hands, let's achieve the goal of producing energy for everyone in 
Alaska," he said.  
 
Click here to return to story: 
http://juneauempire.com/stories/041009/sta_427816862.shtml
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Grey 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule Comment 
 
I'm writing to express support for Alternative #6 - a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation 
Rule. 
 
Born in Ketchikan, I grew up in Southeast Alaska and saw the economic benefits that a diversified forest 
management plan can bring. The roadless rule has contributed to a contraction of economic diversity in 
Southeast. It's also hurting access to sustainable renewable hydroelectric electric power and transportation 
access needs for communities. The roadless rule is even hurting opportunities for recreation as logging roads 
used for ATV and foot traffic have been dismantled under the roadless initiative. 
 
Communities and individuals are hurting in Southeast Alaska due to the roadless rule. For these reasons, I 
support a full exemption from the roadless rule. 
 
Grey Mitchell 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hannah Mitchell and I live in Sacramento, California. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.  
Regards, Hannah Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Henry Mitchell and I live in Charleston, South Carolina. 
 
 
Make the air that we breather cleaner rather than allow it to become dirtier. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Henry Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jessica Mitchell and I live in Highlands Ranch, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jessica Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6110 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Johann 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Johann Mitchell and I live in Monroe, MI. 
 
I fail to see why corporate wealth is a reason to destroy our ecology for possibly the next century. I'd like to 
continue to be able to breathe. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Johann Mitchell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: john 
Last name: mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep Tongass roadless rule 
 
The Tongass forest is a valuable resource just the way it is without roads. It does not need more roads 
enabling more logging, mining or other extraction to be valuable. An intact undisturbed forest is vital to the 
health of salmon, deer, bears, birds, berries and incidentally people. 
 
Thank you for your consideration John Mitchell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Mitchell and I live in Kurtistown, Hawaii. 
 
Alaska is one of my favorite states to visit for its incredible wilderness. Please preserve its treasures for future 
generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Julie Mitchell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the Tongass National Forest Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
As a commerical fisherman who makes her living in Southeast Alaska, I implore you to keep the Roadless Rule 
protections in place. The Tongass is a national treasure and an ecologically important temperate rainforest. It's 
health is critical to many wildlife species including significant salmon runs that our an important part of Alaska's 
economy and indiginous peoples heritage and sustenance. Salmon, roads and commercial logging do not co-
exist! The intact forest is also important to the burgeoning tourist trade in Alaska. It would be ludicrous to open 
the Tongass back up to logging and development! The Southeast Alaska economy has evolved in the last thirty 
years, most of the mills have closed and communities have sought other industries. Todays SE Alaska has 
moved-on from logging.... 
 
I further oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please, please, please, select the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the 
Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kathleen Mitchell 
 
Port Townsend, WA 98368 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kenneth Mitchell and I live in Davidsonville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kenneth Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kent Mitchell and I live in Riverbank, California. 
 
I live in California's Central Valley, and our air quality needs to be improved so our children can live healthy 
lives 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kent Mitchell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristina 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristina Mitchell and I live in Southaven, Mississippi. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristina Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lee 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lee Mitchell and I live in Charleston, West Virginia. 
 
 
We must have air to survive! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lee Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: leslie 
Last name: mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is leslie mitchell and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, leslie mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Libby 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Libby Mitchell and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Libby Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Mitchell and I live in Loveland, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori Mitchell and I live in Galena, Illinois. 
 
 
Please hear our need for protection to these lands...thank you. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marlee 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martha Mitchell and I live in Palm Desert, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Martha Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mitchell and I live in Portland, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michal 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michal Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michal 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michal Mitchell and I live in Ojai, California. 
 
 
Please!Please!please! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michal Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Mitchell and I live in Dripping Springs, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrick Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patti 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patti Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patti 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patti Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy Mitchell and I live in Hurst, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peggy Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Mitchell and I live in Rochester, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peter Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phillip Mitchell and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phillip Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: rebecca 
Last name: mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is rebecca mitchell and I live in Moore, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, rebecca mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rhea 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
Changing the Roadless Rule for Alaska could irreversibly threaten national forest lands across the state and 
set precedent for the rest of the countries pristine National Forest. Like the 182,000 acres of roadless area in 
my home state of West Virginia. 
 
This petition threatens a variety of valuable assets to our nation from ancient forests including thousand-year-
old Sitka spruce, western hemlock, and western red cedar to endemic species including brown bear, wolf, 
eagles, black-tailed deer, and world-class salmon habitat that support commercial and recreational fisheries. 
Once our roadless areas are gone, they're gone forever. 
 
The Tongass National Forest contains nearly 10 million acres of Intact Forest Landscape (IFL)--the unbroken 
natural landscape of a forest ecosystem and its habitat. That amount is equivalent to more than half of the IFL 
in the lower 48 states and represents nearly 40 percent of the Intact Forest Landscape managed by the U.S. 
Forest Service that is left in this country, something that many other countries do not have and a reason the 
United States is respected and visited by conservationist and tourist around the world. 
 
Furthermore, this area sustains a vital portion of our food source and a local economy, the Tongass produces 
on average 28% of Alaska's annual commercial salmon catch and 25% of the entire west coast annual harvest! 
The Forest Service estimates that the salmon industry generates $986 million annually. Of which would be 
drastically negatively impacted by roads and logging in these ecosystems. 
 
It is imperative that our official leadership vote to stop the rollback of the important 2001 National Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and protect our national forests. I urge you to please maintain protections for our national forests 
in Alaska and show that all our our national forests are valued. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rhea Mitchell 
 
Fayetteville, WV 25840 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rick Mitchell and I live in Huntington, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rick Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rick Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robin Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:44:27 PM 
First name: Roi 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Roi Mitchell 
Roanoke, VA 24018 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sidney 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stacey 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stacey Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephanie Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephanie Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sylvia 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sylvia Mitchell and I live in Arlington, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sylvia Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terry Mitchell and I live in Central Point, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terry Mitchell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trina 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Trina Mitchell and I live in Tallahassee, Florida. 
 
Please do not roll back any clean air regulations. They need to be more stringent and we need to move away 
from fossil fuels and high methane producing animal agriculture quickly! 
 
I am writing to express very strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere! The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
including Alaskans. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change. 
 
I urge you not to abandon the Roadless Rule in Alaska and to keep the public interest above corporate profits 
by choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Trina Mitchell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Zachary 
Last name: Mitchell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Mitchell-Shihabi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jessica Mitchell-Shihabi and I live in Antelope, California. 
 
 
Every deserves clean water and clean air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jessica Mitchell-Shihabi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Mitcheltree 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cody Mitcheltree and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cody Mitcheltree 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Mitcheltree 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cody Mitcheltree and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cody Mitcheltree 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Virginie 
Last name: Mitchem 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Virginie Mitchem 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shukyo 
Last name: Mithuna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shukyo Mithuna and I live in Deming, Washington. 
 
 
No clear cutting in Tongas!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shukyo Mithuna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: Mitman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is June Mitman and I live in Butte, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, June Mitman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: Mitman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is June Mitman and I live in Butte, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, June Mitman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Mitri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise Mitri and I live in Felton, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise Mitri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Glenn 
Last name: Mitroff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Glenn Mitroff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Mitschele 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C. Mitschele 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chizuko 
Last name: Mitsumoto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chizuko Mitsumoto and I live in Sleepy Hollow, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chizuko Mitsumoto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mittel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Mittel and I live in Palos Hills, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Mittel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mittelman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Mittelman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mittelman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Mittelman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mittelman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrew Mittelman and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrew Mittelman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Mitten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marion Mitten and I live in Ridgeway, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marion Mitten 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: william 
Last name: mittig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is william mittig and I live in Mariposa, California. 
 
 
no coal ash 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, william mittig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Camelia 
Last name: Mitu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Camelia Mitu and I live in Vinita, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Camelia Mitu 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Mitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Howard Mitz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Mitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Howard Mitz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Mitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Howard Mitz and I live in Sugar Hill, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Howard Mitz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mitzel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dianna 
Last name: Mitzner 
Organization: Ms. 
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't allow logging in the National Forests in Alaska. I'm a from a logging family and support sustainable 
logging but not this. Stop it and help save the planet. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Miville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Miville and I live in Willington, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Miville 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:36:24 PM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Mixon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Phillip Mixon 
Martinez, GA 30907 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Estella 
Last name: Mixson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Estella Mixson and I live in Sequim, WA The Tongass is not only a beautiful area, but the trees pull 
a tremendous amount of carbon out of the air. Developing this area will sacrifice one incredibly necessary good 
for the temporary benefit of money.I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with 
unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of 
the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore 
overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Estella Mixson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Mixson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Mixson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lana 
Last name: Miyagawa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lana Miyagawa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Miyamoto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Miyamoto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Miyasato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1250 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Miyasato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Miyasato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Miyasato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Miyasato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Miyasato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC418 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
I live in Southeast Alaska, where my lifestyle, the ecology of the forest, and the economy of our communities 
are all intricately intertwined. I live in this region for the bountiful salmon runs, the beautiful scenery, the clean 
air and water, and the endless opportunities to recreate in our expansive outdoors. I am one of the 94% of 
Southeast Alaskans that eats salmon every year. The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest 
of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and 
other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the 
fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A 
sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it 
requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important 
salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to 
recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Benjamin Miyasato 
 
lifelong S.E. Ak resident. (Sitka) 
 
*ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The alternative I support is: 
 
Because: 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] The areas I want to see protected from road building and old growth 
timber harvest are: 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] Old-growth logging and road building would negatively impact the 
productivity of the ecosystem that I depend on for the following activities: 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] The monofocus on increasing timber production in the Tongass is 
outdated and out of pace with the current economy and lifestyle in Southeast Alaska. Industrial scale 
harvesting of old-growth forest does not enhance salmon production, visitor industry values, deer habitat, or my 
recreation experience. I would like the Forest Service to focus on activities that enhance and support our 
lifestyle of living off the land and the sustainable sectors of our economy. These activities are: 
 
The DEIS does not sufficiently analyze the impacts of possible roadbuilding and timber harvest on subsistence 
use areas. I want the 'community priority' roadless area to contain protections for the areas I use for 
subsistence hunting, fishing, and gathering. I advocate for no timber harvest and no roadbuilding *in the 
following community use areas that I use for subsistence:* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
I support the roadless rule! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Benjamin J. Miyasato 
 
I do not want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marla 
Last name: Miyashiro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marla Miyashiro and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marla Miyashiro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Mize 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dianne Mize 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Mize 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dianne Mize 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert. 
Last name: Mize 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This area can never be returned to the condition it is right now. All the animals that will be lost and just killed for 
their heads. Not to feed any one. I was raised with these people and know how they think and act with no 
regard for any area, animals or pollution. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Mizen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Mizen and I live in Aurora, Illinois. 
 
 
Stop what youre doing and think about the future of our children. What is more important to you? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Mizen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Mizera 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christopher Mizera and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christopher Mizera 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Mizrahi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sheila Mizrahi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Mizuki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Mizuki and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Bears Ears is public land, and as such, belongs to all Americans. The vast majority of Americans believe in 
protecting public lands, not exploiting them for corporate gain. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michelle Mizuki 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leif 
Last name: Mjos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern, 
 
 
 
I would like to submit a comment on the proposed roadless rule changes for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
I am a lifelong Alaskan of almost 40 years. I have extensive work experience in field biology, commercial 
fishing, seafood processing, carpentry, wilderness guiding and educating, and remote backcountry guiding. In 
addition I am personally comitted to exploring the far reaches of my home state from the tip of the Aleutian 
Islands to the Tongass in southeast Alaska, from the Kenai Peninsula to the St. Elias Range and the Arctic 
Circle. I live in Alaska because it retains much of its original wild character and I know that much of the 
population lives here for similar reasons. On my travels through southeast AK on the ferry system, or by plane 
or private boat, I know why visitors come to see and experience that unique landscape. Visitors do NOT come 
to see the desolation left behind after industrial logging. They come to see vast intact forests and their 
associated ecosystems, the last of their kind on Earth. They do NOT come to see roads and roadbuilding 
activities. They have seen that where they come from. Intact ecosystems that support vibrant food webs and 
human communities are what sets Alaska and the Tongass apart from the norm across North America and the 
world. 
 
 
 
It is regrettable that jobs associated with the logging industry will suffer from the preservation of these roadless 
areas. Fortunately, humans are the most adaptable species on the planet, and with support those who used to 
work in the extractive resource industry can transition to jobs that capitalize on other skills. It is a well known 
fact that the visitor economies of Alaska and in the communities in and around the Tongass far surpass the 
current or historic economies of logging. People flock to Alaska to experience something that has been lost in 
much of the rest of the world- intact natural systems and wilderness. 
 
 
 
I support the Roadless Rule as it stands now. I would support strengthening its language and scope, but for the 
time being I am opposed to repealing any part of the Roadless Rule or offering an exemption from the Rule to 
the State of Alaska. In this case, No Action is the Best Action. 
 
 
 
Thank you for considering my comment. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Mlawski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie Mlawski and I live in Woodmere, New York. 
 
 
Has anyone considered leaving a clean and usable Earth for our children and grandchildren? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leslie Mlawski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: mllecathy@aol.com 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No more logging in the Tongass 
 
As you should know, the Tongass National Forest is our biggest National Forest and it should be protected. 
This is really a no-brainer. 
 
Please select the "No Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule instead of the sweeping 
changes the administration is promoting that would completely remove the Tongass National Forest from 
roadless protections. 
 
Please have the courage, strength, and intelligence to do the right thing and select Alternative 1, the "no-
action" alternative. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Cathy Simmons 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Mlynczak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Raymond Mlynczak and I live in Horsham, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Raymond Mlynczak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: mmw831 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No change to roadless rule 
 
Please leave our tongass forest alone! The current roadless rule is fine and recognizes the variety of uses by 
the humans and the animals of the Tongass. Reverting to logging would it be so counterproductive, outdated, 
and destructive to the area. We are very opposed to this potential destruction of our important ecosystem. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angeles 
Last name: MNDEZ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Angeles MNDEZ 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angeles 
Last name: MNDEZ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Angeles MNDEZ 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amer 
Last name: Mneimneh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not exempt the Tongas National Forest from the Roadless Rule. Tongas National Park is world's 
largest remaining temperate rain forest and a crucial part of America's ecological resources. I am neither 
convinced of the necessity nor the benefit of the economic need to carve up the Tongas under the proposed 
exemption. I am requesting that TNF remain under the Roadless Rule, in keeping with the spirit and intent of 
the nation parks. 
 
I urge you, do not permit this wholesaling of our nation's most democratic, low-cost and high reward treasures. 
Please do not sell away what makes America beautiful. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: T 
Last name: Mo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is T Mo and I live in Inver Grove Heights, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, T Mo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Moan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Moan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Reed 
Last name: Moar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5011 
 
I Reed Moar, care very deepy about trees 
 
*#Team Trees* [text double underlined for emphasis]* 
 
so please go with alternative one! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danny 
Last name: Moates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Danny Moates 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Moats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Moats and I live in Downers Grove, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Moats 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: paula 
Last name: moats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is paula moats and I live in Pinellas Park, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, paula moats 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Moats-Platt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Theresa Moats-Platt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ayman 
Last name: Mobarak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ayman Mobarak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Moberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brandon Moberg and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care about the Tongass National Forest because public lands are the lifeblood of American culture. We must 
protect the Tongass because of its critical importance to outdoor recreation, wildlife, climate regulation, salmon 
spawning grounds, and the economic vitality of southeast Alaska. Dismantling the 2001 Roadless Rule is bad 
economics for Alaska, its residents, and all Americans. Less than 1% of southeastern Alaska's jobs are in the 
timber industry, while over 25% of their jobs are in the seafood, tourism, and outdoor recreation industries. 
There's too much at stake, including the economic livelihood of Alaskans, to choose any alternative besides 
Alternative 1 to take no action and leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 



 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 10:58:42 PM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Moberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brandon Moberg and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I care about the Tongass National Forest because public lands are the lifeblood of American culture. We must 
protect the Tongass because of its critical importance to outdoor recreation, wildlife, climate regulation, salmon 
spawning grounds, and the economic vitality of southeast Alaska. Dismantling the 2001 Roadless Rule is bad 
economics for Alaska, its residents, and all Americans. Less than 1% of southeastern Alaska's jobs are in the 
timber industry, while over 25% of their jobs are in the seafood, tourism, and outdoor recreation industries.  
 
There's too much at stake, including the economic livelihood of Alaskans, to do anything besides leaving all of 
Alaska, including the Tongass National Forest, under the 2001 Roadless Rule. Thus, I urge the Forest Service 
to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska Roadless Rule. This 
alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine wilderness and provide 
important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and economic development 
projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest for its 
wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its status as America's best natural solution 
to climate change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its 
huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate 
rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it 
contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the 
lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these 
priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by 
roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, 
hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain 
roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is 
important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers' money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
The Tongass is America's homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska - it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 



 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Moberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brandon Moberg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Moberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6433 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stan 
Last name: Moberly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3411 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stan Moberly 
 
Tenakee Springs, AK 99841 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stan 
Last name: Moberly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3411 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Stan Moberly  
Tenakee Springs, AK 99841 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Mobilia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Denise Mobilia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Mobley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Henry Mobley and I live in Virginia Beach, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Henry Mobley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: Mobraaten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: moceri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen moceri and I live in Katy, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eileen moceri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: moceri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen moceri and I live in Katy, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eileen moceri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Mocha 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claire Mocha 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Mock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4102 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Although I may never see or travel the vast expanse of the Tonagss National Forest I'd like to know that is 
preserved if my grandchildren wish to go. Don't you? Let's consereve what we have rather than regret what we 
didn't do 20 years from now. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Ken Mock 
Roswell, GA 30075 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Mock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4102 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Although I may never see or travel the vast expanse of the Tonagss National Forest I'd like to know that is 
preserved if my grandchildren wish to go. Don't you? Let's consereve what we have rather than regret what we 
didn't do 20 years from now. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ken Mock 
 
Roswell, GA 30075 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Mock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tim Mock and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tim Mock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deimile 
Last name: Mockus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deimile Mockus and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
We need our forest!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deimile Mockus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Olivia 
Last name: Mocri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5562 
 
TS-1 RLR-N RS-1 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mocz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Moczygemba 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorothy Moczygemba and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
We have lost a dangerous amount of the Amazon rain forest. Let us not lose more forest land in Alaska. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dorothy Moczygemba 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deidre 
Last name: Moderacki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deidre Moderacki and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
People act through two emotions: fear or love. Which emotion will record your legacy? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deidre Moderacki 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andy 
Last name: Moderow 
Organization: Alaska Wilderness League 
Title: State Director 
Comments: 
Please see the attached comment 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attache original. 
 
Alaska Alpine Adventures - Alaska Guide Collective LLC - Alaska Quiet Rights Coalition  
 Alaska Sea Kayakers - Alaska Wilderness League - Alaska Wildland Adventures  
 Eyak Preservation Council - NOLS Alaska - Prince William Sound Stewardship Foundation  
 Remarkable Adventures LLC 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska, 99802 
 
Submitted electronically to akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
RE: Chugach National Forest Inclusion in the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
As businesses and Southcentral non-profits with a clear interest and stake in the management of the Chugach 
National Forest, we are writing today about one particular provision that was unexpectedly inserted into the 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking1 and Draft EIS for an Alaska Specific Roadless Rule, as published on the 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking site in mid-October. We ask that you remove any and all inclusion of the 
Chugach in this process, because we support the existing Roadless Rule on Chugach National Forest lands, 
and the rulemaking process led many of us to believe that a state-specific rule wouldn[rsquo]t incorporate any 
changes for the Chugach National Forest. 
 
Today, the Roadless Rule maintains and supports multiple uses on national forest lands in Southcentral 
Alaska, and removing it could do damage to numerous interests and industries that rely on an intact forest 
while only benefiting a select few corporate interests. Currently the Roadless Rule protects 5.4 million acres of 
the Chugach from logging road construction and large-scale commercial logging projects. It should stay that 
way, and not be subject to change with merely 45 days of notice from the Regional Forester, and a minimally-
defined requirement that some form of public comment is conducted. 
 
The recently finalized Chugach Forest Plan was correct to find that a commercial timber sale program 
doesn[rsquo]t make sense for the Forest, due to a variety of factors, including current regulations, recent 
spruce beetle kills, the lack of infrastructure or nearby sawmills, and largely 
 
1 Forest Service, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. pages 55,528-55,529 
 
 
 
inaccessible terrain2. We are concerned that the most accessible forested terrain for commercial clear-cut 
logging would coincide with the places that our members or customers access for personal recreation, hunting, 



fishing, or sustainable tourism activities. These uses could be greatly impacted by road construction and 
associated commercial logging, and in many areas [ndash] such as lands located in the Kenai Mountains-
Turnagain Arm National Heritage Area [ndash] the management objective [ldquo]to preserve, protect, and 
promote the cultural, natural, historic, scenic and recreational resources of the area3[rdquo] shouldn[rsquo]t be 
compromised. 
 
We also understand that Roadless doesn[rsquo]t mean no roads, and are confident that the exemption process 
[ndash] which, to date, has been used to permit renewable energy projects, power transmission lines, mines, 
and other community needed projects, to name a few4 [ndash] will 
 
continue to work to suit the needs of Alaskans in the region, while simultaneously safeguarding the wild 
landscapes that our members or customers utilize on a regular basis. It is clear that the exemption process 
isn[rsquo]t too burdensome. Our understanding is that, to date, all requested exemptions have been granted by 
the Forest Service in Alaska. In that way, the system in place today is working, and doesn[rsquo]t need 
changes to meet our community needs or interests. 
 
Moving on to our process concerns, it[rsquo]s crystal clear [ndash] from the State of Alaska[rsquo]s petition5 
through numerous Forest Service documents produced during or after scoping [ndash] that the primary, if not 
only driver for this rulemaking process is to benefit commercial interests within the Tongass National Forest. 
The State of Alaska[rsquo]s petition makes no reference to the Chugach National Forest, and the scoping 
notice kickstarting the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process in the Federal Register only mentioned the 
Chugach twice, to specifically highlight that the Roadless Rule would still apply to the Chugach National 
Forest6. Only those who asked questions in person at the Anchorage hearing were likely to be tipped off that 
language related to the Chugach National Forest may even be considered, and even there, it wasn[rsquo]t 
clear that far reaching language like the inclusion in the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking7 released on October 
Federal Register was a likely possibility. In this way, including the Chugach in any form is on shaky ground, in 
that the public wasn[rsquo]t meaningfully given notice to be made aware of the inclusion of the Chugach in this 
process. 
 
Therefore, on both policy and process fronts, we feel the only course of action for this rulemaking process is 
the straight up removal of the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process. 
 
2 Chugach National Forest Land Management Plan: FEIS [ndash] Volume 1, page 35 
 
3 Kenai Mountains Turnagain Arm NHA Management Plan [ndash] page 9 
 
4 USDA [ndash] Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Q&A, April 2019 - 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf 
 
5 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application of the 
Roadless Rule and Other Action (Jan. 19, 2018) 
 
6 Forest Service, Notice of Intent to Prepare EIS, 83 Fed. Reg. Page 44,252 
 
7 Forest Service, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. Pages 55,528-55,529 
 
 
 
As a closing note, we want to make it clear that many - if not all - groups on this letter also share deep 
concerns regarding the impacts of this rulemaking process on the Tongass National Forest. While this letter is 
just focused on the troubling Chugach National Forest provisions, it doesn[rsquo]t mean that we accept or are 
neutral on the conclusions of the agency in identifying alternative 6 - a full exemption of the Tongass National 
Forest [ndash] as the preferred alternative. In fact, many of us have submitted other comments on the Tongass 
portion of this process. 
 
Thank you for considering this comment, 
 
 
 



Dan Oberlatz 
 
Owner 
 
Alaska Alpine Adventurers 
 
Peter Denmark 
 
President 
 
Alaska Sea Kayakers 
 
Carol Hoover 
 
Executive Director 
 
Eyak Preservation Council 
 
 
 
Nick D'Alessio 
 
Owner/Guide 
 
Alaska Guide Collective LLC 
 
Andy Moderow 
 
State Director 
 
Alaska Wilderness League 
 
Christopher Brauneis 
 
Director 
 
NOLS Alaska 
 
Nick D'Alessio 
 
Owner 
 
Remarkable Adventures LLC 
 
 
 
Brian Okonek 
 
President 
 
Alaska Quiet Rights Coalition 
 
Janeen Hutchins 
 
General Manager 
 
Alaska Wildland Adventures 
 
Marybeth Holleman Board of Directors Prince William Sound Stewardship Foundation 



 
 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
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Alaska Alpine Adventures - Alaska Guide Collective LLC - Alaska Quiet Rights Coalition  
 Alaska Sea Kayakers - Alaska Wilderness League - Alaska Wildland Adventures  
 Eyak Preservation Council - NOLS Alaska - Prince William Sound Stewardship Foundation  
 Remarkable Adventures LLC 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska, 99802 
 
Submitted electronically to akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
RE: Chugach National Forest Inclusion in the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
As businesses and Southcentral non-profits with a clear interest and stake in the management of the Chugach 
National Forest, we are writing today about one particular provision that was unexpectedly inserted into the 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking1 and Draft EIS for an Alaska Specific Roadless Rule, as published on the 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking site in mid-October. We ask that you remove any and all inclusion of the 
Chugach in this process, because we support the existing Roadless Rule on Chugach National Forest lands, 
and the rulemaking process led many of us to believe that a state-specific rule wouldn[rsquo]t incorporate any 
changes for the Chugach National Forest. 
 
Today, the Roadless Rule maintains and supports multiple uses on national forest lands in Southcentral 
Alaska, and removing it could do damage to numerous interests and industries that rely on an intact forest 
while only benefiting a select few corporate interests. Currently the Roadless Rule protects 5.4 million acres of 
the Chugach from logging road construction and large-scale commercial logging projects. It should stay that 
way, and not be subject to change with merely 45 days of notice from the Regional Forester, and a minimally-
defined requirement that some form of public comment is conducted. 
 
The recently finalized Chugach Forest Plan was correct to find that a commercial timber sale program 
doesn[rsquo]t make sense for the Forest, due to a variety of factors, including current regulations, recent 
spruce beetle kills, the lack of infrastructure or nearby sawmills, and largely 
 
1 Forest Service, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. pages 55,528-55,529 
 
 
 
inaccessible terrain2. We are concerned that the most accessible forested terrain for commercial clear-cut 
logging would coincide with the places that our members or customers access for personal recreation, hunting, 
fishing, or sustainable tourism activities. These uses could be greatly impacted by road construction and 
associated commercial logging, and in many areas [ndash] such as lands located in the Kenai Mountains-
Turnagain Arm National Heritage Area [ndash] the management objective [ldquo]to preserve, protect, and 
promote the cultural, natural, historic, scenic and recreational resources of the area3[rdquo] shouldn[rsquo]t be 
compromised. 



 
We also understand that Roadless doesn[rsquo]t mean no roads, and are confident that the exemption process 
[ndash] which, to date, has been used to permit renewable energy projects, power transmission lines, mines, 
and other community needed projects, to name a few4 [ndash] will 
 
continue to work to suit the needs of Alaskans in the region, while simultaneously safeguarding the wild 
landscapes that our members or customers utilize on a regular basis. It is clear that the exemption process 
isn[rsquo]t too burdensome. Our understanding is that, to date, all requested exemptions have been granted by 
the Forest Service in Alaska. In that way, the system in place today is working, and doesn[rsquo]t need 
changes to meet our community needs or interests. 
 
Moving on to our process concerns, it[rsquo]s crystal clear [ndash] from the State of Alaska[rsquo]s petition5 
through numerous Forest Service documents produced during or after scoping [ndash] that the primary, if not 
only driver for this rulemaking process is to benefit commercial interests within the Tongass National Forest. 
The State of Alaska[rsquo]s petition makes no reference to the Chugach National Forest, and the scoping 
notice kickstarting the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process in the Federal Register only mentioned the 
Chugach twice, to specifically highlight that the Roadless Rule would still apply to the Chugach National 
Forest6. Only those who asked questions in person at the Anchorage hearing were likely to be tipped off that 
language related to the Chugach National Forest may even be considered, and even there, it wasn[rsquo]t 
clear that far reaching language like the inclusion in the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking7 released on October 
Federal Register was a likely possibility. In this way, including the Chugach in any form is on shaky ground, in 
that the public wasn[rsquo]t meaningfully given notice to be made aware of the inclusion of the Chugach in this 
process. 
 
Therefore, on both policy and process fronts, we feel the only course of action for this rulemaking process is 
the straight up removal of the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process. 
 
2 Chugach National Forest Land Management Plan: FEIS [ndash] Volume 1, page 35 
 
3 Kenai Mountains Turnagain Arm NHA Management Plan [ndash] page 9 
 
4 USDA [ndash] Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Q&A, April 2019 - 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf 
 
5 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application of the 
Roadless Rule and Other Action (Jan. 19, 2018) 
 
6 Forest Service, Notice of Intent to Prepare EIS, 83 Fed. Reg. Page 44,252 
 
7 Forest Service, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. Pages 55,528-55,529 
 
 
 
As a closing note, we want to make it clear that many - if not all - groups on this letter also share deep 
concerns regarding the impacts of this rulemaking process on the Tongass National Forest. While this letter is 
just focused on the troubling Chugach National Forest provisions, it doesn[rsquo]t mean that we accept or are 
neutral on the conclusions of the agency in identifying alternative 6 - a full exemption of the Tongass National 
Forest [ndash] as the preferred alternative. In fact, many of us have submitted other comments on the Tongass 
portion of this process. 
 
Thank you for considering this comment, 
 
 
 
Dan Oberlatz 
 
Owner 
 
Alaska Alpine Adventurers 



 
Peter Denmark 
 
President 
 
Alaska Sea Kayakers 
 
Carol Hoover 
 
Executive Director 
 
Eyak Preservation Council 
 
 
 
Nick D'Alessio 
 
Owner/Guide 
 
Alaska Guide Collective LLC 
 
Andy Moderow 
 
State Director 
 
Alaska Wilderness League 
 
Christopher Brauneis 
 
Director 
 
NOLS Alaska 
 
Nick D'Alessio 
 
Owner 
 
Remarkable Adventures LLC 
 
 
 
Brian Okonek 
 
President 
 
Alaska Quiet Rights Coalition 
 
Janeen Hutchins 
 
General Manager 
 
Alaska Wildland Adventures 
 
Marybeth Holleman Board of Directors Prince William Sound Stewardship Foundation 
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December 16, 2019 

 

USDA Forest Service 

Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, Alaska, 99802 

 

Submitted electronically to akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 

 

RE: Chugach National Forest Inclusion in the Alaska Roadless Rule 

 

Dear Chief Christiansen, 

 

As businesses and Southcentral non-profits with a clear interest and stake in the management 

of the Chugach National Forest, we are writing today about one particular provision that was 

unexpectedly inserted into the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking1 and Draft EIS for an Alaska 

Specific Roadless Rule, as published on the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking site in mid-October.  

We ask that you remove any and all inclusion of the Chugach in this process, because we 

support the existing Roadless Rule on Chugach National Forest lands, and the rulemaking 

process led many of us to believe that a state-specific rule wouldn’t incorporate any changes 

for the Chugach National Forest. 

 

Today, the Roadless Rule maintains and supports multiple uses on national forest lands in 

Southcentral Alaska, and removing it could do damage to numerous interests and industries 

that rely on an intact forest while only benefiting a select few corporate interests.  Currently 

the Roadless Rule protects 5.4 million acres of the Chugach from logging road construction and 

large-scale commercial logging projects. It should stay that way, and not be subject to change 

with merely 45 days of notice from the Regional Forester, and a minimally-defined requirement 

that some form of public comment is conducted.   

 

The recently finalized Chugach Forest Plan was correct to find that a commercial timber sale 

program doesn’t make sense for the Forest, due to a variety of factors, including current 

regulations, recent spruce beetle kills, the lack of infrastructure or nearby sawmills, and largely 

 
1 Forest Service, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. pages 55,528-55,529 

mailto:akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us


inaccessible terrain2. We are concerned that the most accessible forested terrain for 

commercial clear-cut logging would coincide with the places that our members or customers 

access for personal recreation, hunting, fishing, or sustainable tourism activities.  These uses 

could be greatly impacted by road construction and associated commercial logging, and in 

many areas – such as lands located in the Kenai Mountains-Turnagain Arm National Heritage 

Area – the management objective “to preserve, protect, and promote the cultural, natural, 

historic, scenic and recreational resources of the area3” shouldn’t be compromised. 

 

We also understand that Roadless doesn’t mean no roads, and are confident that the 

exemption process – which, to date, has been used to permit renewable energy projects, power 

transmission lines, mines, and other community needed projects, to name a few4 – will 

continue to work to suit the needs of Alaskans in the region, while simultaneously safeguarding 

the wild landscapes that our members or customers utilize on a regular basis.  It is clear that the 

exemption process isn’t too burdensome. Our understanding is that, to date, all requested 

exemptions have been granted by the Forest Service in Alaska.  In that way, the system in place 

today is working, and doesn’t need changes to meet our community needs or interests. 

 

Moving on to our process concerns, it’s crystal clear – from the State of Alaska’s petition5 

through numerous Forest Service documents produced during or after scoping – that the 

primary, if not only driver for this rulemaking process is to benefit commercial interests within 

the Tongass National Forest.  The State of Alaska’s petition makes no reference to the Chugach 

National Forest, and the scoping notice kickstarting the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process in 

the Federal Register only mentioned the Chugach twice, to specifically highlight that the 

Roadless Rule would still apply to the Chugach National Forest6.  Only those who asked 

questions in person at the Anchorage hearing were likely to be tipped off that language related 

to the Chugach National Forest may even be considered, and even there, it wasn’t clear that far 

reaching language like the inclusion in the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking7 released on October 

Federal Register was a likely possibility.  In this way, including the Chugach in any form is on 

shaky ground, in that the public wasn’t meaningfully given notice to be made aware of the 

inclusion of the Chugach in this process.   

 

Therefore, on both policy and process fronts, we feel the only course of action for this 

rulemaking process is the straight up removal of the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska 

Roadless Rulemaking process. 

 
2 Chugach National Forest Land Management Plan: FEIS – Volume 1, page 35 
3 Kenai Mountains Turnagain Arm NHA Management Plan – page 9 
4 USDA – Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Q&A, April 2019 - https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf 
5 State of Alaska Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from Application of the Roadless Rule 

and Other Action (Jan. 19, 2018)   
6 Forest Service, Notice of Intent to Prepare EIS, 83 Fed. Reg. Page 44,252   
7 Forest Service, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. Pages 55,528-55,529 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595057.pdf


  

As a closing note, we want to make it clear that many - if not all - groups on this letter also 

share deep concerns regarding the impacts of this rulemaking process on the Tongass National 

Forest.  While this letter is just focused on the troubling Chugach National Forest provisions, it 

doesn’t mean that we accept or are neutral on the conclusions of the agency in identifying 

alternative 6 - a full exemption of the Tongass National Forest – as the preferred alternative.  In 

fact, many of us have submitted other comments on the Tongass portion of this process. 

 

Thank you for considering this comment, 

 
Dan Oberlatz 
Owner 
Alaska Alpine Adventurers 
 

Nick D'Alessio 
Owner/Guide 
Alaska Guide Collective LLC 

Brian Okonek 
President 
Alaska Quiet Rights Coalition 

Peter Denmark 
President 
Alaska Sea Kayakers 
 

Andy Moderow 
State Director 
Alaska Wilderness League 

Janeen Hutchins 
General Manager 
Alaska Wildland Adventures 

Carol Hoover 
Executive Director 
Eyak Preservation Council 
 

Christopher Brauneis 
Director 
NOLS Alaska 

Marybeth Holleman 
Board of Directors 
Prince William Sound 
Stewardship Foundation 

 Nick D'Alessio 
Owner 
Remarkable Adventures LLC 
 

 

   
 

 

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Modica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Modica and I live in Deer Park, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Modica 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colin 
Last name: Modrzynski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colin Modrzynski and I live in Broomall, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Colin Modrzynski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Darren 
Last name: Modzelewski 
Organization: National Congress Of American Indians 
Title:  
Comments: 
See attached file(s) 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 Secretary of Agriculture 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
 
1400 Independence Ave. SW  
 Washington, D.C. 20250 
 
Re: NCAI Comments in Response to Docket ID No. 2019-22638 - Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation: 
National Forest System in Alaska 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
The National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) is the oldest and largest national organization made up of 
Alaska Native and American Indian tribal governments and their citizens. NCAI submits the following comment 
on the proposed Alaska-Specific Roadless Rule discussed in the "Draft Environmental Impact Statement: 
Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas" (DEIS). 
 
In response to a 2018 petition for rule change by the State of Alaska, the United States Department of 
Agriculture (USDA), U.S. Forest Service's (USFS) published a Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) on 
October 17, 2019 regarding Alaska roadless areas. USFS presented for public comment six potential Alaska-
specific alternatives to the 2001 Roadless Rule.1 In the NPRM, USFS indicated "the overarching goal of the 
proposed rule is to reach a long-term, durable, approach to roadless area management that accommodates the 
unique biological, social, and economic situation found in and around the Tongass National Forest."2 USFS 
also indicated that Alternative 6 was the federal government's preferred alternative because it "provides [for 
the] maximum additional timber harvest opportunity." 
 
During the 76th Annual Convention of the National Congress of American Indians, tribal nations and citizens 
expressed its strong opposition to the USFS's preference in Resolution #ABQ-19-029, titled: "Oppose 
Rulemaking that Weakens or Eliminates Protections of the Roadless Rule within Tribal Traditional Territories 
and Support the 'No-Action Alternative' in the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rulemaking." 
 
1 36 C.F.R. [sect]294. 
 
2 84 Fed. Reg. 55,524 (Oct. 17, 2019). 
 
1 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is the largest National Forest in the United States and the largest remaining 
temperate rainforest on the planet.3 Maintenance of the Tongass National Forest is essential to the protection 
of healthy watersheds that ensure clean drinking water for tribal citizens; conservation of natural biological 



diversity, including fish populations; and the preservation of numerous sacred sites essential to the social, 
cultural, and physical wellbeing and welfare of tribal nations and communities. 
 
In light of the importance of the Tongass National Forest to Alaska Native tribal nations, NCAI highlights 
concerns regarding USFS's process for tribal involvement. On July 30, 2018, USFS initiated consultation with 
32 Alaska Native federally-recognized tribal nations and 27 Alaska Native Corporations as cooperating 
agencies.4 In response, six tribal nations agreed to participate as cooperating agencies. In taking this 
approach, tribal nations have expressed concern that USFS did not meaningfully engage with them on a 
government-to-government basis regarding the full and wide-ranging impacts of the proposed rule.5 
Additionally, in contrast to other cooperating agencies and partners, tribal nations were not paid for their time 
and expertise incurred in engaging in the roadless rule-making process. Given the status of tribal nations as 
cooperating agencies, the non-funding of tribal nations for their cooperating agency work, and the USFS's 
preference for Alternative 6 in spite of expressed tribal opposition to Alternative 6, there exist serious concerns 
about the adequacy and meaningfulness of tribal consultation. 
 
As a result of the issues associated with USFS's consultation process with Alaska Native tribal nations, NCAI 
supports Alternative 1, the "no action alternative." Further, in accordance with Executive Order 13175, we 
request that USFS immediately commence full and meaningful consultation with affected tribal nations 
regarding this federal action, which proposes to have significant effects on their communities, lands, rights, 
resources, and public safety. 
 
If you have additional comments or questions, please contact Darren Modzelewski, NCAI Policy Counsel. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Kevin J. Allis 
 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
National Congress of American Indians 
 
3 The Tongass Visitor Guide, U.S. Forest Service, 
www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd504868.pdf. 
 
4 84 Fed. Reg. 55,528 (Oct. 17, 2019). 
 
5 Press Release, Richard Chalyee Eesh Peterson, President Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indians and 
Joel Jackson, President, Organized village of Kake, Southeast Alaska Tribal Governments Call for Protection of 
Tongass National Forest (October 29, 2019) (viewable at, www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-
CA-Press-Release-2019.pdf;see also, Richard Peterson, Respect Alaska Tribes' Rights on the Tongass 
Question, Indianz.comhttps://www.indianz.com/News/2019/10/21/respect-alaska-tribes-rights-on-the-tong.asp). 
 
 
 
[Position] 
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Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 Secretary of Agriculture 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
 
1400 Independence Ave. SW  
 Washington, D.C. 20250 
 
Re: NCAI Comments in Response to Docket ID No. 2019-22638 - Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation: 
National Forest System in Alaska 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
The National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) is the oldest and largest national organization made up of 
Alaska Native and American Indian tribal governments and their citizens. NCAI submits the following comment 
on the proposed Alaska-Specific Roadless Rule discussed in the "Draft Environmental Impact Statement: 
Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas" (DEIS). 
 
In response to a 2018 petition for rule change by the State of Alaska, the United States Department of 
Agriculture (USDA), U.S. Forest Service's (USFS) published a Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) on 
October 17, 2019 regarding Alaska roadless areas. USFS presented for public comment six potential Alaska-
specific alternatives to the 2001 Roadless Rule.1 In the NPRM, USFS indicated "the overarching goal of the 
proposed rule is to reach a long-term, durable, approach to roadless area management that accommodates the 
unique biological, social, and economic situation found in and around the Tongass National Forest."2 USFS 
also indicated that Alternative 6 was the federal government's preferred alternative because it "provides [for 
the] maximum additional timber harvest opportunity." 
 
During the 76th Annual Convention of the National Congress of American Indians, tribal nations and citizens 
expressed its strong opposition to the USFS's preference in Resolution #ABQ-19-029, titled: "Oppose 
Rulemaking that Weakens or Eliminates Protections of the Roadless Rule within Tribal Traditional Territories 
and Support the 'No-Action Alternative' in the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rulemaking." 
 
1 36 C.F.R. [sect]294. 
 
2 84 Fed. Reg. 55,524 (Oct. 17, 2019). 
 
1 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is the largest National Forest in the United States and the largest remaining 
temperate rainforest on the planet.3 Maintenance of the Tongass National Forest is essential to the protection 
of healthy watersheds that ensure clean drinking water for tribal citizens; conservation of natural biological 



diversity, including fish populations; and the preservation of numerous sacred sites essential to the social, 
cultural, and physical wellbeing and welfare of tribal nations and communities. 
 
In light of the importance of the Tongass National Forest to Alaska Native tribal nations, NCAI highlights 
concerns regarding USFS's process for tribal involvement. On July 30, 2018, USFS initiated consultation with 
32 Alaska Native federally-recognized tribal nations and 27 Alaska Native Corporations as cooperating 
agencies.4 In response, six tribal nations agreed to participate as cooperating agencies. In taking this 
approach, tribal nations have expressed concern that USFS did not meaningfully engage with them on a 
government-to-government basis regarding the full and wide-ranging impacts of the proposed rule.5 
Additionally, in contrast to other cooperating agencies and partners, tribal nations were not paid for their time 
and expertise incurred in engaging in the roadless rule-making process. Given the status of tribal nations as 
cooperating agencies, the non-funding of tribal nations for their cooperating agency work, and the USFS's 
preference for Alternative 6 in spite of expressed tribal opposition to Alternative 6, there exist serious concerns 
about the adequacy and meaningfulness of tribal consultation. 
 
As a result of the issues associated with USFS's consultation process with Alaska Native tribal nations, NCAI 
supports Alternative 1, the "no action alternative." Further, in accordance with Executive Order 13175, we 
request that USFS immediately commence full and meaningful consultation with affected tribal nations 
regarding this federal action, which proposes to have significant effects on their communities, lands, rights, 
resources, and public safety. 
 
If you have additional comments or questions, please contact Darren Modzelewski, NCAI Policy Counsel. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Kevin J. Allis 
 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
National Congress of American Indians 
 
3 The Tongass Visitor Guide, U.S. Forest Service, 
www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd504868.pdf. 
 
4 84 Fed. Reg. 55,528 (Oct. 17, 2019). 
 
5 Press Release, Richard Chalyee Eesh Peterson, President Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indians and 
Joel Jackson, President, Organized village of Kake, Southeast Alaska Tribal Governments Call for Protection of 
Tongass National Forest (October 29, 2019) (viewable at, www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-
CA-Press-Release-2019.pdf;see also, Richard Peterson, Respect Alaska Tribes' Rights on the Tongass 
Question, Indianz.comhttps://www.indianz.com/News/2019/10/21/respect-alaska-tribes-rights-on-the-tong.asp). 
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December 17, 2019

 

 

 

Honorable Sonny Perdue 

Secretary of Agriculture 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

1400 Independence Ave. SW 

Washington, D.C. 20250 

 

 

Re:  NCAI Comments in Response to Docket ID No. 2019-22638 – Special 

Areas; Roadless Area Conservation: National Forest System in Alaska 

 

 

Dear Secretary Perdue: 

 

The National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) is the oldest and largest national 

organization made up of Alaska Native and American Indian tribal governments and 

their citizens. NCAI submits the following comment on the proposed Alaska-Specific 

Roadless Rule discussed in the “Draft Environmental Impact Statement: Rulemaking 

for Alaska Roadless Areas” (DEIS).  

 

In response to a 2018 petition for rule change by the State of Alaska, the United States 

Department of Agriculture (USDA), U.S. Forest Service’s (USFS) published a Notice 

of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) on October 17, 2019 regarding Alaska roadless 

areas. USFS presented for public comment six potential Alaska-specific alternatives 

to the 2001 Roadless Rule.1 In the NPRM, USFS indicated “the overarching goal of 

the proposed rule is to reach a long-term, durable, approach to roadless area 

management that accommodates the unique biological, social, and economic situation 

found in and around the Tongass National Forest.”2 USFS also indicated that 

Alternative 6 was the federal government’s preferred alternative because it “provides 

[for the] maximum additional timber harvest opportunity.”  

 

During the 76th Annual Convention of the National Congress of American Indians, 

tribal nations and citizens expressed its strong opposition to the USFS’s preference in 

Resolution #ABQ-19-029, titled: “Oppose Rulemaking that Weakens or Eliminates 

Protections of the Roadless Rule within Tribal Traditional Territories and Support the 

‘No-Action Alternative’ in the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rulemaking.” 

 

 

 

                                                               
1 36 C.F.R. §294. 
2 84 Fed. Reg. 55,524 (Oct. 17, 2019). 

http://www.ncai.org/attachments/Resolution_DtYHqlTiATDUhDAsCGwgvyWNkvAcdwMHKEULHnZIRvMuecjjcXl_ABQ-19-029.pdf
http://www.ncai.org/attachments/Resolution_DtYHqlTiATDUhDAsCGwgvyWNkvAcdwMHKEULHnZIRvMuecjjcXl_ABQ-19-029.pdf
http://www.ncai.org/attachments/Resolution_DtYHqlTiATDUhDAsCGwgvyWNkvAcdwMHKEULHnZIRvMuecjjcXl_ABQ-19-029.pdf


2 

 

 

The Tongass National Forest is the largest National Forest in the United States and the largest 

remaining temperate rainforest on the planet.3 Maintenance of the Tongass National Forest is essential  

to the protection of healthy watersheds that ensure clean drinking water for tribal citizens; 

conservation of natural biological diversity, including fish populations; and the preservation of 

numerous sacred sites essential to the social, cultural, and physical wellbeing and welfare of tribal 

nations and communities.  

 

In light of the importance of the Tongass National Forest to Alaska Native tribal nations, NCAI 

highlights concerns regarding USFS’s process for tribal involvement. On July 30, 2018, USFS 

initiated consultation with 32 Alaska Native federally-recognized tribal nations and 27 Alaska Native 

Corporations as cooperating agencies.4 In response, six tribal nations agreed to participate as 

cooperating agencies. In taking this approach, tribal nations have expressed concern that USFS did 

not meaningfully engage with them on a government-to-government basis regarding the full and 

wide-ranging impacts of the proposed rule.5 Additionally, in contrast to other cooperating agencies 

and partners, tribal nations were not paid for their time and expertise incurred in engaging in the 

roadless rule-making process. Given the status of tribal nations as cooperating agencies, the non-

funding of tribal nations for their cooperating agency work, and the USFS’s preference for Alternative 

6 in spite of expressed tribal opposition to Alternative 6, there exist serious concerns about the 

adequacy and meaningfulness of tribal consultation. 

  

As  a  result  of  the  issues  associated  with  USFS’s  consultation  process  with  Alaska  Native  tribal 

nations,  NCAI  supports  Alternative  1,  the  “no  action  alternative.”  Further,  in  accordance  with 

Executive  Order  13175,  we  request  that  USFS  immediately  commence  full  and  meaningful 

consultation  with  affected  tribal  nations  regarding  this  federal  action,  which  proposes  to  have 

significant effects on their communities, lands, rights, resources, and public safety.  

  

If  you have additional comments or questions, please contact Darren Modzelewski, NCAI Policy Co

unsel. 
 

 

Sincerely, 

 

  
Kevin J. Allis 

Chief Executive Officer 

National Congress of American Indians 

                                                               
3 The Tongass Visitor Guide, U.S. Forest Service, www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd504868.pdf. 
4 84 Fed. Reg. 55,528 (Oct. 17, 2019). 
5 Press Release, Richard Chalyee Eesh Peterson, President Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indians and Joel Jackson, 

President, Organized village of Kake, Southeast Alaska Tribal Governments Call for Protection of Tongass National 

Forest (October 29, 2019) (viewable at, www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-CA-Press-Release-

2019.pdf; see also, Richard Peterson, Respect Alaska Tribes’ Rights on the Tongass Question, Indianz.com  

https://www.indianz.com/News/2019/10/21/respect-alaska-tribes-rights-on-the-tong.asp). 

mailto:dmodzelewski@ncail.org
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd504868.pdf
http://www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-CA-Press-Release-2019.pdf
http://www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-CA-Press-Release-2019.pdf
https://www.indianz.com/News/2019/10/21/respect-alaska-tribes-rights-on-the-tong.asp
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December 17, 2019

 

 

 

Honorable Sonny Perdue 

Secretary of Agriculture 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

1400 Independence Ave. SW 

Washington, D.C. 20250 

 

 

Re:  NCAI Comments in Response to Docket ID No. 2019-22638 – Special 

Areas; Roadless Area Conservation: National Forest System in Alaska 

 

 

Dear Secretary Perdue: 

 

The National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) is the oldest and largest national 

organization made up of Alaska Native and American Indian tribal governments and 

their citizens. NCAI submits the following comment on the proposed Alaska-Specific 

Roadless Rule discussed in the “Draft Environmental Impact Statement: Rulemaking 

for Alaska Roadless Areas” (DEIS).  

 

In response to a 2018 petition for rule change by the State of Alaska, the United States 

Department of Agriculture (USDA), U.S. Forest Service’s (USFS) published a Notice 

of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) on October 17, 2019 regarding Alaska roadless 

areas. USFS presented for public comment six potential Alaska-specific alternatives 

to the 2001 Roadless Rule.1 In the NPRM, USFS indicated “the overarching goal of 

the proposed rule is to reach a long-term, durable, approach to roadless area 

management that accommodates the unique biological, social, and economic situation 

found in and around the Tongass National Forest.”2 USFS also indicated that 

Alternative 6 was the federal government’s preferred alternative because it “provides 

[for the] maximum additional timber harvest opportunity.”  

 

During the 76th Annual Convention of the National Congress of American Indians, 

tribal nations and citizens expressed its strong opposition to the USFS’s preference in 

Resolution #ABQ-19-029, titled: “Oppose Rulemaking that Weakens or Eliminates 

Protections of the Roadless Rule within Tribal Traditional Territories and Support the 

‘No-Action Alternative’ in the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rulemaking.” 

 

 

 

                                                               
1 36 C.F.R. §294. 
2 84 Fed. Reg. 55,524 (Oct. 17, 2019). 

http://www.ncai.org/attachments/Resolution_DtYHqlTiATDUhDAsCGwgvyWNkvAcdwMHKEULHnZIRvMuecjjcXl_ABQ-19-029.pdf
http://www.ncai.org/attachments/Resolution_DtYHqlTiATDUhDAsCGwgvyWNkvAcdwMHKEULHnZIRvMuecjjcXl_ABQ-19-029.pdf
http://www.ncai.org/attachments/Resolution_DtYHqlTiATDUhDAsCGwgvyWNkvAcdwMHKEULHnZIRvMuecjjcXl_ABQ-19-029.pdf
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The Tongass National Forest is the largest National Forest in the United States and the largest 

remaining temperate rainforest on the planet.3 Maintenance of the Tongass National Forest is essential  

to the protection of healthy watersheds that ensure clean drinking water for tribal citizens; 

conservation of natural biological diversity, including fish populations; and the preservation of 

numerous sacred sites essential to the social, cultural, and physical wellbeing and welfare of tribal 

nations and communities.  

 

In light of the importance of the Tongass National Forest to Alaska Native tribal nations, NCAI 

highlights concerns regarding USFS’s process for tribal involvement. On July 30, 2018, USFS 

initiated consultation with 32 Alaska Native federally-recognized tribal nations and 27 Alaska Native 

Corporations as cooperating agencies.4 In response, six tribal nations agreed to participate as 

cooperating agencies. In taking this approach, tribal nations have expressed concern that USFS did 

not meaningfully engage with them on a government-to-government basis regarding the full and 

wide-ranging impacts of the proposed rule.5 Additionally, in contrast to other cooperating agencies 

and partners, tribal nations were not paid for their time and expertise incurred in engaging in the 

roadless rule-making process. Given the status of tribal nations as cooperating agencies, the non-

funding of tribal nations for their cooperating agency work, and the USFS’s preference for Alternative 

6 in spite of expressed tribal opposition to Alternative 6, there exist serious concerns about the 

adequacy and meaningfulness of tribal consultation. 

  

As  a  result  of  the  issues  associated  with  USFS’s  consultation  process  with  Alaska  Native  tribal 

nations,  NCAI  supports  Alternative  1,  the  “no  action  alternative.”  Further,  in  accordance  with 

Executive  Order  13175,  we  request  that  USFS  immediately  commence  full  and  meaningful 

consultation  with  affected  tribal  nations  regarding  this  federal  action,  which  proposes  to  have 

significant effects on their communities, lands, rights, resources, and public safety.  

  

If  you have additional comments or questions, please contact Darren Modzelewski, NCAI Policy Co

unsel. 
 

 

Sincerely, 

 

  
Kevin J. Allis 

Chief Executive Officer 

National Congress of American Indians 

                                                               
3 The Tongass Visitor Guide, U.S. Forest Service, www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd504868.pdf. 
4 84 Fed. Reg. 55,528 (Oct. 17, 2019). 
5 Press Release, Richard Chalyee Eesh Peterson, President Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indians and Joel Jackson, 

President, Organized village of Kake, Southeast Alaska Tribal Governments Call for Protection of Tongass National 

Forest (October 29, 2019) (viewable at, www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-CA-Press-Release-

2019.pdf; see also, Richard Peterson, Respect Alaska Tribes’ Rights on the Tongass Question, Indianz.com  

https://www.indianz.com/News/2019/10/21/respect-alaska-tribes-rights-on-the-tong.asp). 

mailto:dmodzelewski@ncail.org
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd504868.pdf
http://www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-CA-Press-Release-2019.pdf
http://www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-CA-Press-Release-2019.pdf
https://www.indianz.com/News/2019/10/21/respect-alaska-tribes-rights-on-the-tong.asp


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thorpe 
Last name: Moeckel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thorpe Moeckel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Moehlman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action". 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bruce Moehlman 
 
Tucson, AZ 85749 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moehring 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Moehring and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Tree loss is significant in that it greatly impacts climate change especially relating the increasing local surface 
temperatures and natural habitats. Urban centers like Seattle are loosing their urban forest at a rate of 1000 
Street trees per year (public records), with new replants only surviving 40% of the first 5 years. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, David Moehring 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moeller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3861 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
David Moeller 
Anchorage, AK 99507 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moeller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3982 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
David Moeller 
Anchorage, AK 99507 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moeller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3982 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Moeller 
 
Anchorage, AK 99507 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elyssa 
Last name: Moeller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I lived in Ketchikan, AK from 1996-2000. It's important to remember that we may need certain natural resources 
in the future, and harvesting them now likely means we don't have them later. Yes, forests do grow back, but 
not as strong or as healthy. It's shortsighted to look for quick, short term financial gain from lumber sales. We 
should not be cutting down our trees and shipping them overseas. Does no one remember the famed cedars of 
Lebanon? If land is removed from the national forest, it should be returned to the Alaskan Natives such that 
they may determine what to harvest and when, as well as glean any profit. There was good reason to restrict 
logging in the Tongass in the past and those reasons should be revisited before committing a grievous error. At 
any rate, it is better to proceed with care and moderation, rather than opening up very large tracts of land for 
harvest. Also, there may be potential to designate previously logged land as managed forest that can provide 
timber indefinitely, but I am wholly against cutting any more old-growth forests. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Moeller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Moeller and I live in Fort Thomas, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Moeller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Reinhild 
Last name: Moeller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Reinhild Moeller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chrysteen 
Last name: Moelter-Gray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chrysteen Moelter-Gray and I live in Grand Haven, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chrysteen Moelter-Gray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC304 
 
November 6, 2019 
 
CC: Senator Cantwell, Senator Murray and Representative Cathy McMorris Rodgers. 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to *maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest* [text underlined and highlighted for emphasis], including the wild fisheries habitat in the 
Tongass 77 and *adopt the no action Alternative 1* [text underlined for emphasis]. *These public lands and 
waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy* [text highlighted for 
emphasis], helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, *the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the *world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest* [text underlined for emphasis]*[text highlighted for emphasis] at that scale; 
9.3 million acres of what wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, providing high quality habitat for a 
unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, black-tailed deer and both brown and 
black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of salmon-rich waterways, legendary among 
anglers and *fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. The commercial fishing sector alone relies 
on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon* [text underlined for emphasis] and employs more than 
4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, timber 
production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for te 
Tongass, *utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements* 
[text underlined for emphasis] so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife 
habitats. Logging and timber harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after *years of prior 
compromise and consensus-building.* [text underlined for emphasis] 
 
*I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas* [text underlined and highlighted for 
emphasis] and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
is a collaborative management approach adopted following one of *the most extensive public engagement 
campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking* [text underlined for emphasis]. It may be America's best and 
most popular land management rule ever. *The costs to American taxpayers for road building and 
unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high with their irreparable impacts to wildlife, water, 
subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing- not to mention the ecosystem services, like 
carbon sequestration, that will be destroyed in the proposed forestry extractions. *The world can no longer 
afford this 'short-term financial gain for long-term social and ecological cost' approach to resource 
management* [text underlined for emphasis] *[text highlighted for emphasis] 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] Thank you for doing all you can! 
 
PS: I strongly *urge you to oppose the development of ANWAR for oil and gas and the Pebble Mine* [text 
underlined for emphasis] in Bristol Bay for gold and copper for similar reasons. Please do all within your power 
to stop these crimes against the natural heritage of our children on *our public lands* [text italicized for 
emphasis] for the greedy gain of a wealthy few... It's not right! 
 
[Position] 
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(December 17, 2019) 
 
 
 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Alternatives to Roadless Management and a Proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule includes a preferred alternative to exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. The 
Preferred Alternative would remove all 9.2 million acres of inventoried roadless acres and convert 165,000 old-
growth acres and 20,000 young-growth acres previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber 
lands. 
 
The Tongass contains 9.9 million acres of forested land. Only 1.8 million of that was placed off limits by the 
Roadless Rule. Of the rest, 4.4 million acres will never produce merchantable timber because steep rocky 
slopes, contains poor soil, or is at subalpine elevations. And another 2.4 million acres is statutorily protected by 
their Wilderness or LUD II designations. 
 
That leaves 1.3 million acres of prime forest available. But little, if any, is profitable to harvest. According 
Taxpayers for Common Sense, for the past 20 years, the USFS subsidized logging to the tune $30 million 
annually.  These are essential facts that the Preferred Alternative ignores when he says [ldquo]The ill-advised 
2001 Roadless Rule shut down the timber industry in Southeast Alaska.[rdquo] About the proposed exemption 
for the Tongass, he called it [ldquo]the first step to rebuilding an entire industry. 
 
The industry decline began long before implementation of the Roadless Rule. Market forces, antiquated plants 
and necessary environmental regulations led to the closure of the region[rsquo]s two pulp mills. A few thousand 
jobs were lost. But more than a few small mills continued to operate. 
 
Getting rid of the Roadless Rule won[rsquo]t create a boom in timber industry jobs. What we can expect is that 
it will cause the Forest Service to subsidize the harvest of more Old-Growth. On some timber sales, roads will 
be built, and trees will cut down. Others will be halted by legitimate lawsuits. And at least a few will be put sold, 
like two of the Kuiu tracts put up for sale during the past five years. Even with the subsidy, most offered timber 
sales facilitated by exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule will be so unprofitable that no one will bid on 
them. 
 
Over the most recent period for which detailed data are available (2015-17) Alaska[rsquo]s extractive industries 
on which it once depended have been on a downward slide.  High-cost Alaskan oil finds it increasingly hard to 
compete with the boom in cheaper oil and gas from the fracking fields on the lower 48.  The same is true of 
Alaskan timber, which is less and less able to compete with the cheaper and more accessible timber of Canada 
and the American Southeast. 
 



According to Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Development data, Alaska lost a total of 10,600 jobs 
between 2015 and 2017 (4,400 jobs lost in oil and gas, 2,500 lost in construction, 2,100 lost in professional and 
business services, 2,000 lost in state government).  Its only robust and sustainable job creator has been its 
tourism industry, which added 3,500 jobs over the same period.  Id. at 21.  Over the decade ending in 2017, 
Alaska[rsquo]s tourism jobs grew by 20%, tourism labor income grew by 32%, and tourism-related economic 
output grew by 32%.   In 2017, tourism directly supported 43,300 jobs, produced in $1.5 billion in labor income, 
and $4.5 billion in economic output.  
 
The dependence of Alaska on tourism as its only reliable source of robust, sustainable economic growth going 
forward is even more striking when tourism[rsquo]s role in the regional economy of Southeast Alaska is 
considered. For Alaska as a whole, tourism accounts for 10% of employment and 5% of labor income.  In 
Southeast Alaska, however, it accounts for a whopping 23% of employment (11,925 jobs) and 14% of labor 
income ($445 million).  Wilderness-seeking tourism is the backbone of the economy of Southeast Alaska 
economy, and its only reliable, sustainable growth industry.[1] 
 
The quality of the Tongass experience is of strategic importance to the ability of all of Alaska to draw the tourist 
trade.  Most tourists enter or leave Alaska via cruise ship.  1.3 million of Alaska[rsquo]s 2 million annual visitors 
take a cruise for at least one leg of their trip.  The Inside Passage is either their introduction to, or their final 
impression of, the fabled Alaska wilderness that drew them to the state in the first place. 
 
          The Inside Passage experience is indistinguishable from the Tongass experience, since the almost the 
entire cruise transits the Tongass.  In isolated instances, cruising the Inside Passage leads to the discovery of 
an enchanted bay rimmed by pristine Old Growth cedar and fir. In such environments, Bald Eagles and black 
bears fleetingly emerge and vanish back into the lush green understory, matching the vision that causes over a 
million tourists to spend thousands of dollars apiece each year to board a cruise to Alaska.  
 
But pristine coves filled with wildlife are now a rarity on the Inside Passage.  The experience has become 
mostly repetitive vistas of clear cuts and tree stumps, littered with slash.  Where recent clear cuts have 
regrown, they can be a welcome green from far away.  Up close, however, the groves that replace clear cuts 
are typically dark, sterile dungeons with dense, toothpick-like tree trunks forming the bars.  They are not much 
of a consolation prize for the tourist who bought a shore excursion hoping to enter the cathedral-like space of a 
mixed-age grove of giants.  
 
From a tourist[rsquo]s point of view, the majority of the Inside Passage should be renamed Clear Cut Passage.  
It is becoming an eyesore from a distance and an ecological slum up close.  This current reality is a rude 
awakening for the tourist who spent thousands of dollars expecting a story-book glide through a place of 
natural wonder.  I speak from personal experience.  Scores of friends have asked me about my time in Alaska 
and whether it is worth it to cruise the Inside Passage.  I tell them only if you want your heart broken.  As noted, 
for most visitors, the Inside Passage[mdash]i.e., the Tongass[mdash]forms either their first impression, or their 
last memory, of Alaska.  The more beat up, carved up, and ground up it becomes, the more Alaska[rsquo]s 
visitors will feel cheated because they were drawn there by the vision of an unspoiled wilderness.  
 
Low-elevation groves of massive Old Growth cedars are the crown jewels of the Tongass, and of Alaska.  
Sacrificing them to prop up an anemic logging industry for an additional decade, at most, will be the effect of 
the Preferred Alternative.  It is for this dubious objective that the Secretary of Agriculture selected complete 
exemption of Alaska from the Roadless Rule, rather than retain any form of protection whatever for the few 
remaining, high-value stands. 
 
 During the November 14, 2019 hearing in Washington D.C. that I attended, the Forest Service explained that 
the five alternatives to the status quo for managing the Tongass forest all would result in the same number of 
board feet harvested. Therefore, the Forest Service spokesman conceded, the Preferred Alternative would only 
revive the timber industry in the Tongass relative to the status quo if it allowed the Forest Service to offer for 
sale the most profitable remaining stands, which are the large-diameter, Old Growth, easily-accessed stands.     
 
The Forest Service conceded during the November 14 hearing that the rationale for the Preferred Alternative is 
not that it is more ecologically beneficial or economically rational than the other alternatives.  According to the 
Forest Service, the Preferred Alternative was selected by the Secretary of Agriculture simply to honor the 
President[rsquo]s decision to grant Alaska[rsquo]s Governor a personal favor. According to news reports, 
Governor Dunleavy asked the President to exempt Alaska from the Roadless Rule as a means of reviving the 



timber industry in the Tongass.  Because all six forest management alternatives would allow the same number 
of board feet to be cut, it is clear that the Preferred Alternative could only revive the timber industry in the 
Tongass if it makes the most profitable remaining stands (large diameter, low-elevation Old Growth) newly 
available to the industry for logging.  
 
Harvesting timber in the Tongass has never been economically viable because its costs are too high.  It is 
remote from timber markets, and access is difficult, now that most of the large-diameter stands near navigable 
water have been logged.  For this reason, logging the Tongass has always had to be subsidized by the Federal 
government.  
 
Over the last century, logging has changed the Tongass because it has primarily targeted the rare, Old-Growth 
forest stands with the biggest trees. While only 9% of the productive Old Growth forest in the Tongass has 
been clearcut to date, the Alaska Chapter of the Audubon Society points out that perhaps half of the big-tree 
(4- to 10-foot diameter) Old Growth is already gone. Yet these same, productive stands are also the most 
important for maintaining fish and wildlife populations, preserving ecosystem integrity, and protecting the 
promise of unspoiled wilderness that drives Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s largest and most robust job-
creator[mdash]its tourism industry.   
 
Supporters of the timber industry point to the small percentage of land area logged as an indicator of the 
impact. This is misleading because only a third of the Tongass supports forests of potential commercial value, 
and only a small fraction of that is economically valuable. The timber industry has always targeted the oldest 
and largest trees, but the Audubon Society points out that those large-tree Old-Growth stands have always 
been rare on the Tongass. An analogy would be fishermen who focus on king salmon catch only a small 
percentage of all salmon, but they catch  nearly all the king salmon, which is the most valuable and least 
abundant  species. Seven decades of targeting has dramatically depleted the Tongass Forest[rsquo]s largest 
Old-Growth trees. And those rare, Old-Growth stands provide the most diverse and valuable ecosystems.  If 
they are relatively easy to reach, they are also offer exactly what most Alaska tourists come for[mdash]the 
chance to experience nature while it is still wild and unspoiled.  
 
 
 
 
 
The Governor Dunleavy[rsquo]s strategy is to revive the inherently uncompetitive timber industry of the 
Tongess by declaring open season on the few large-diameter, easily accessed groves of Old Growth cedar, 
spruce and hemlock that remain.  This is not just ecologically irresponsible, it is economically foolish.  In terms 
of jobs, the return on this policy about-face will be paltry.  The timber industry in Southeast Alaska currently 
directly employs only 400 workers.  
 
Most of the mature, large-diameter timber that is easily accessed from the water (the profitable portion) has 
already been logged.  The Tongass is far from major timber-product markets, and the most of the remaining 
stands of commercial-grade Sitka spruce and hemlock are located on rough terrain that is difficult to access.  
Consequently, the commercial-grade timber of Southeast Alaska is too expensive to compete with the output of 
British Columbia and the Southeastern United States.  What is commercially viable are the few remaining, low-
elevation stands of large-diameter Old Growth spruce and cedar that have been protected up to now by the 
Roadless Rule and the Southeast Alaska timber management plan.  
 
As local experts are aware,[2] there aren[rsquo]t enough of these stands remaining to extend the life of the 
handful of sawmills still operating in the Tongass by more than a decade. If these stands are liquidated as a 
result of repeal of Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule, a decade from now these sawmills, too, will be closed and the 
jobs that they currently support will be gone.  Also gone will be the cathedral-like groves of Old Growth spruce 
and cedar that could have been a major draw for patrons of Inside Passage cruises looking for an up-close 
wilderness experience in their on-shore excursions. Eliminating such opportunities for cruise patrons will impair 
the ability of Southeast Alaska to continue to sustain the cruise trade that plays a critical role in the economy of 
Southeast Alaska.  If, in the future, Southeast Alaska is unable to offer this apex wilderness experience to its 
visitors, it will jeopardize its only reliable source of robust, sustainable job growth.  
 
Exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule to let the timber industry liquidate the prime commercial Old Growth 
stands that remain in the Tongass will not only cause a net, long-term reduction of jobs in Southeast Alaska, it 



will require a massive subsidy of each and every one of those additional jobs out of the Forest Service[rsquo]s 
own budget.  
 
          If the Forest Service is to deliver on the promise that President Trump made to revive the moribund, 
high-cost timber industry in Southeast Alaska, it will be necessary for the Forest Service to reach deeply into its 
own pockets to make it happen. According to an analysis by the Taxpayers for Common Sense (Taxpayers),[3] 
the Forest Service lost nearly $600 selling timber in the Tongass over the last 20 years (an average of $30 
million a year) because the revenue from timber sales covers only 5% of the costs it incurs in making those 
sales.  Those costs that the study ascribes to timber sales consist of planning and executing the sales, building 
logging roads, and remediating the effects of logging.  Id. at 3. 
 
By this accounting, past timber sales in the Tongass have covered only 5% of their costs, necessitating a 95% 
subsidy from the budget of the Forest Service.  Even the 95% rate of subsidy will likely increase going forward 
under a repealed Roadless Rule.  The Taxpayers[rsquo] study notes, at page 2, that 
 
The rate of losses per amount of timber sold has not decreased. During the 20-year period from FY 1999 to 
2018, the USFS reported selling 977 million board feet of timber in the Tongass. Overall, the USFS lost 
approximately $612 for every thousand board feet (mbf) of timber it sold. Further, the three-year moving 
average for losses per mbf more than doubled within the last decade, indicating that the financial efficiency of 
Tongass timber sales has declined in recent years. 
 
 
 
Another reason that the Taxpayers[rsquo] study offers for expecting that the 95% rate of federal subsidy of 
timber sales in the Tongass is the rising expected cost to the Forest Service of building logging roads.  The 
Taxpayers[rsquo] analysis estimates that in the past, it has cost the Forest Service an average of $1 million per 
mile to carve logging roads through the Tongass.  It concludes that the per-mile cost is likely to rise steeply 
after the repeal of the Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule because, up to now, the Forest Service has largely built 
logging roads into low-elevation, easily-accessed, commercial-grade stands of spruce and hemlock. 
 
The study notes that after repeal of the Roadless Rule, the Forrest Service will be pressured to build roads into 
the more rugged, steeper terrain that it has heretofore avoided. After examining a sampling of contemplated 
sales, the Taxpayers study[rsquo]s authors conclude that it could cost the Forest Service as much as $2 million 
per mile to build logging roads into the roadless territory that they are tentatively targeting. The Forest 
Service[rsquo]s per-mile losses from building logging roads, therefore, are likely to rise steeply after the repeal 
of the Roadless Rule because of the rugged terrain over which the Forest Service is likely to build new roads to 
achieve the board-feet that it is committed to harvesting. 
 
The Taxpayers[rsquo] study notes that under its current plans, the Forest Service will offer more than 290 
million board feet in several timber sales in the Tongass over the next four years. It observes that if per-board 
foot spending to prepare those sales and the revenue generated from them remain at the long-run average, the 
Forest Service would end up losing more than $180 million[mdash]increasing its annual net losses by 50%.  Id.  
If, as is likely, per-board-foot costs rise more steeply after repeal of the Roadless Rule, the Forest 
Service[rsquo]s subsidy of Governor Dunleavy[rsquo]s plan to revive the timber industry in the Tongass will do 
all the more financial harm to the Forest Service.      
 
This $180 million-or-greater federal subsidy of private timber jobs will bleed the Forest Service financially at a 
time when, financially, it is already in intensive care.  The Forest Service faces a financial crisis, thanks to the 
massive increase in fires in the Western United Stated brought about by climate change.  Fire-fighting costs 
have recently swelled to consume half of the Forest Service[rsquo]s budget.  This has forced it to scale back its 
forest management functions, which were already seriously underfunded. Its fire-caused financial crisis will only 
grow going forward, given the long-term climate trend toward a hotter, drier Western United States. With the 
Forest Service already in dire financial straits, it is irresponsible to repeal Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule, and 
force the Forest Service to extend its money-losing logging program into increasingly rugged, difficult, and 
costly roadless terrain.  
 
During the November 14, 2019, hearing on the fate of Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule, the Forest Service 
summarized five alternatives that it was considering to the status quo, ranging from protecting specified 
acreages of  Old Growth to not protecting any Old Growth whatsoever. The latter was labelled the Preferred 



Alternative. The Forest Service emphasized that in all five alternatives to the status quo, the number of board 
feet harvested would not change. 
 
I found this inexplicable because the objective identified for all of these alternatives to the status quo was to 
boost economic activity and create jobs. I have an economics degree, and have some sophistication in 
analyzing economic arguments. I asked how it would be possible to leave the level of timber harvest 
unchanged relative to the status quo, and still expect to increase economic output and jobs in the timber 
industry.  I suggested that the only way to boost output and employment without boosting the volume of the 
good sold would be to shift the cost curve of the inputs downward by targeting the most easily accessed stands 
with the oldest and largest, and, therefore, most profitable trees.  Although he confined himself to generalities, 
the Forest Service spokesman had to essentially concede that this is the only way that discarding the Roadless 
Rule could increase employment in the Tongass[rsquo] timber industry. 
 
Exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule is irresponsible public policy on a number of levels.  It subsidizes the 
current generation by robbing the next generation of its ecological heritage.  For the reasons explained above, 
repealing the Roadless Rule will force the Forest Service to absorb 95% of the cost of each additional, short-
run job created through exemption from the Roadless Rule.  Over the next decade, the effect of this exemption 
will be to rob the Forest Service of hundreds of millions of dollars that it will desperately need to preserve the 
viability of all of America[rsquo]s national forests. Subsidies of this magnitude are economically irrational, and 
ethically unconscionable.  They should be minimized by retaining the existing Roadless Rule.  
 
 
[1] See Economic Impact of Alaska[rsquo]s Visitor Industry, 2017, published November, 2018 by the Alaska 
Department of Commerce, Community, and Economic Development, Division of Economic Development, at 14.  
 
 
 
[2] See, e.g., Removing the Roadless Rule won[rsquo]t bring timber back, Op Ed in November 3, 2019, edition 
of the Juneau Empire, available at  https://www.juneauempire.com/opinion/opinion-roadless-rule-realities/ 
 
[3] Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the Tongass, published October, 2019, by 
Taxpayers for Common Sense, available at https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-
Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf.  
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The Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Alternatives to Roadless Management and a Proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule includes a preferred alternative to exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. The 
Preferred Alternative would remove all 9.2 million acres of inventoried roadless acres and convert 165,000 old-
growth acres and 20,000 young-growth acres previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber 
lands. 
 



The Tongass contains 9.9 million acres of forested land. Only 1.8 million of that was placed off limits by the 
Roadless Rule. Of the rest, 4.4 million acres will never produce merchantable timber because steep rocky 
slopes, contains poor soil, or is at subalpine elevations. And another 2.4 million acres is statutorily protected by 
their Wilderness or LUD II designations. 
 
That leaves 1.3 million acres of prime forest available. But little, if any, is profitable to harvest. According 
Taxpayers for Common Sense, for the past 20 years, the USFS subsidized logging to the tune $30 million 
annually.  These are essential facts that the Preferred Alternative ignores when he says [ldquo]The ill-advised 
2001 Roadless Rule shut down the timber industry in Southeast Alaska.[rdquo] About the proposed exemption 
for the Tongass, he called it [ldquo]the first step to rebuilding an entire industry. 
 
The industry decline began long before implementation of the Roadless Rule. Market forces, antiquated plants 
and necessary environmental regulations led to the closure of the region[rsquo]s two pulp mills. A few thousand 
jobs were lost. But more than a few small mills continued to operate. 
 
Getting rid of the Roadless Rule won[rsquo]t create a boom in timber industry jobs. What we can expect is that 
it will cause the Forest Service to subsidize the harvest of more Old-Growth. On some timber sales, roads will 
be built, and trees will cut down. Others will be halted by legitimate lawsuits. And at least a few will be put sold, 
like two of the Kuiu tracts put up for sale during the past five years. Even with the subsidy, most offered timber 
sales facilitated by exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule will be so unprofitable that no one will bid on 
them. 
 
Over the most recent period for which detailed data are available (2015-17) Alaska[rsquo]s extractive industries 
on which it once depended have been on a downward slide.  High-cost Alaskan oil finds it increasingly hard to 
compete with the boom in cheaper oil and gas from the fracking fields on the lower 48.  The same is true of 
Alaskan timber, which is less and less able to compete with the cheaper and more accessible timber of Canada 
and the American Southeast. 
 
According to Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce Development data, Alaska lost a total of 10,600 jobs 
between 2015 and 2017 (4,400 jobs lost in oil and gas, 2,500 lost in construction, 2,100 lost in professional and 
business services, 2,000 lost in state government).  Its only robust and sustainable job creator has been its 
tourism industry, which added 3,500 jobs over the same period.  Id. at 21.  Over the decade ending in 2017, 
Alaska[rsquo]s tourism jobs grew by 20%, tourism labor income grew by 32%, and tourism-related economic 
output grew by 32%.   In 2017, tourism directly supported 43,300 jobs, produced in $1.5 billion in labor income, 
and $4.5 billion in economic output.  
 
The dependence of Alaska on tourism as its only reliable source of robust, sustainable economic growth going 
forward is even more striking when tourism[rsquo]s role in the regional economy of Southeast Alaska is 
considered. For Alaska as a whole, tourism accounts for 10% of employment and 5% of labor income.  In 
Southeast Alaska, however, it accounts for a whopping 23% of employment (11,925 jobs) and 14% of labor 
income ($445 million).  Wilderness-seeking tourism is the backbone of the economy of Southeast Alaska 
economy, and its only reliable, sustainable growth industry.[1] 
 
The quality of the Tongass experience is of strategic importance to the ability of all of Alaska to draw the tourist 
trade.  Most tourists enter or leave Alaska via cruise ship.  1.3 million of Alaska[rsquo]s 2 million annual visitors 
take a cruise for at least one leg of their trip.  The Inside Passage is either their introduction to, or their final 
impression of, the fabled Alaska wilderness that drew them to the state in the first place. 
 
          The Inside Passage experience is indistinguishable from the Tongass experience, since the almost the 
entire cruise transits the Tongass.  In isolated instances, cruising the Inside Passage leads to the discovery of 
an enchanted bay rimmed by pristine Old Growth cedar and fir. In such environments, Bald Eagles and black 
bears fleetingly emerge and vanish back into the lush green understory, matching the vision that causes over a 
million tourists to spend thousands of dollars apiece each year to board a cruise to Alaska.  
 
But pristine coves filled with wildlife are now a rarity on the Inside Passage.  The experience has become 
mostly repetitive vistas of clear cuts and tree stumps, littered with slash.  Where recent clear cuts have 
regrown, they can be a welcome green from far away.  Up close, however, the groves that replace clear cuts 
are typically dark, sterile dungeons with dense, toothpick-like tree trunks forming the bars.  They are not much 



of a consolation prize for the tourist who bought a shore excursion hoping to enter the cathedral-like space of a 
mixed-age grove of giants.  
 
From a tourist[rsquo]s point of view, the majority of the Inside Passage should be renamed Clear Cut Passage.  
It is becoming an eyesore from a distance and an ecological slum up close.  This current reality is a rude 
awakening for the tourist who spent thousands of dollars expecting a story-book glide through a place of 
natural wonder.  I speak from personal experience.  Scores of friends have asked me about my time in Alaska 
and whether it is worth it to cruise the Inside Passage.  I tell them only if you want your heart broken.  As noted, 
for most visitors, the Inside Passage[mdash]i.e., the Tongass[mdash]forms either their first impression, or their 
last memory, of Alaska.  The more beat up, carved up, and ground up it becomes, the more Alaska[rsquo]s 
visitors will feel cheated because they were drawn there by the vision of an unspoiled wilderness.  
 
Low-elevation groves of massive Old Growth cedars are the crown jewels of the Tongass, and of Alaska.  
Sacrificing them to prop up an anemic logging industry for an additional decade, at most, will be the effect of 
the Preferred Alternative.  It is for this dubious objective that the Secretary of Agriculture selected complete 
exemption of Alaska from the Roadless Rule, rather than retain any form of protection whatever for the few 
remaining, high-value stands. 
 
 During the November 14, 2019 hearing in Washington D.C. that I attended, the Forest Service explained that 
the five alternatives to the status quo for managing the Tongass forest all would result in the same number of 
board feet harvested. Therefore, the Forest Service spokesman conceded, the Preferred Alternative would only 
revive the timber industry in the Tongass relative to the status quo if it allowed the Forest Service to offer for 
sale the most profitable remaining stands, which are the large-diameter, Old Growth, easily-accessed stands.     
 
The Forest Service conceded during the November 14 hearing that the rationale for the Preferred Alternative is 
not that it is more ecologically beneficial or economically rational than the other alternatives.  According to the 
Forest Service, the Preferred Alternative was selected by the Secretary of Agriculture simply to honor the 
President[rsquo]s decision to grant Alaska[rsquo]s Governor a personal favor. According to news reports, 
Governor Dunleavy asked the President to exempt Alaska from the Roadless Rule as a means of reviving the 
timber industry in the Tongass.  Because all six forest management alternatives would allow the same number 
of board feet to be cut, it is clear that the Preferred Alternative could only revive the timber industry in the 
Tongass if it makes the most profitable remaining stands (large diameter, low-elevation Old Growth) newly 
available to the industry for logging.  
 
Harvesting timber in the Tongass has never been economically viable because its costs are too high.  It is 
remote from timber markets, and access is difficult, now that most of the large-diameter stands near navigable 
water have been logged.  For this reason, logging the Tongass has always had to be subsidized by the Federal 
government.  
 
Over the last century, logging has changed the Tongass because it has primarily targeted the rare, Old-Growth 
forest stands with the biggest trees. While only 9% of the productive Old Growth forest in the Tongass has 
been clearcut to date, the Alaska Chapter of the Audubon Society points out that perhaps half of the big-tree 
(4- to 10-foot diameter) Old Growth is already gone. Yet these same, productive stands are also the most 
important for maintaining fish and wildlife populations, preserving ecosystem integrity, and protecting the 
promise of unspoiled wilderness that drives Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s largest and most robust job-
creator[mdash]its tourism industry.   
 
Supporters of the timber industry point to the small percentage of land area logged as an indicator of the 
impact. This is misleading because only a third of the Tongass supports forests of potential commercial value, 
and only a small fraction of that is economically valuable. The timber industry has always targeted the oldest 
and largest trees, but the Audubon Society points out that those large-tree Old-Growth stands have always 
been rare on the Tongass. An analogy would be fishermen who focus on king salmon catch only a small 
percentage of all salmon, but they catch  nearly all the king salmon, which is the most valuable and least 
abundant  species. Seven decades of targeting has dramatically depleted the Tongass Forest[rsquo]s largest 
Old-Growth trees. And those rare, Old-Growth stands provide the most diverse and valuable ecosystems.  If 
they are relatively easy to reach, they are also offer exactly what most Alaska tourists come for[mdash]the 
chance to experience nature while it is still wild and unspoiled.  
 
 



 
 
 
The Governor Dunleavy[rsquo]s strategy is to revive the inherently uncompetitive timber industry of the 
Tongess by declaring open season on the few large-diameter, easily accessed groves of Old Growth cedar, 
spruce and hemlock that remain.  This is not just ecologically irresponsible, it is economically foolish.  In terms 
of jobs, the return on this policy about-face will be paltry.  The timber industry in Southeast Alaska currently 
directly employs only 400 workers.  
 
Most of the mature, large-diameter timber that is easily accessed from the water (the profitable portion) has 
already been logged.  The Tongass is far from major timber-product markets, and the most of the remaining 
stands of commercial-grade Sitka spruce and hemlock are located on rough terrain that is difficult to access.  
Consequently, the commercial-grade timber of Southeast Alaska is too expensive to compete with the output of 
British Columbia and the Southeastern United States.  What is commercially viable are the few remaining, low-
elevation stands of large-diameter Old Growth spruce and cedar that have been protected up to now by the 
Roadless Rule and the Southeast Alaska timber management plan.  
 
As local experts are aware,[2] there aren[rsquo]t enough of these stands remaining to extend the life of the 
handful of sawmills still operating in the Tongass by more than a decade. If these stands are liquidated as a 
result of repeal of Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule, a decade from now these sawmills, too, will be closed and the 
jobs that they currently support will be gone.  Also gone will be the cathedral-like groves of Old Growth spruce 
and cedar that could have been a major draw for patrons of Inside Passage cruises looking for an up-close 
wilderness experience in their on-shore excursions. Eliminating such opportunities for cruise patrons will impair 
the ability of Southeast Alaska to continue to sustain the cruise trade that plays a critical role in the economy of 
Southeast Alaska.  If, in the future, Southeast Alaska is unable to offer this apex wilderness experience to its 
visitors, it will jeopardize its only reliable source of robust, sustainable job growth.  
 
Exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule to let the timber industry liquidate the prime commercial Old Growth 
stands that remain in the Tongass will not only cause a net, long-term reduction of jobs in Southeast Alaska, it 
will require a massive subsidy of each and every one of those additional jobs out of the Forest Service[rsquo]s 
own budget.  
 
          If the Forest Service is to deliver on the promise that President Trump made to revive the moribund, 
high-cost timber industry in Southeast Alaska, it will be necessary for the Forest Service to reach deeply into its 
own pockets to make it happen. According to an analysis by the Taxpayers for Common Sense (Taxpayers),[3] 
the Forest Service lost nearly $600 selling timber in the Tongass over the last 20 years (an average of $30 
million a year) because the revenue from timber sales covers only 5% of the costs it incurs in making those 
sales.  Those costs that the study ascribes to timber sales consist of planning and executing the sales, building 
logging roads, and remediating the effects of logging.  Id. at 3. 
 
By this accounting, past timber sales in the Tongass have covered only 5% of their costs, necessitating a 95% 
subsidy from the budget of the Forest Service.  Even the 95% rate of subsidy will likely increase going forward 
under a repealed Roadless Rule.  The Taxpayers[rsquo] study notes, at page 2, that 
 
The rate of losses per amount of timber sold has not decreased. During the 20-year period from FY 1999 to 
2018, the USFS reported selling 977 million board feet of timber in the Tongass. Overall, the USFS lost 
approximately $612 for every thousand board feet (mbf) of timber it sold. Further, the three-year moving 
average for losses per mbf more than doubled within the last decade, indicating that the financial efficiency of 
Tongass timber sales has declined in recent years. 
 
 
 
Another reason that the Taxpayers[rsquo] study offers for expecting that the 95% rate of federal subsidy of 
timber sales in the Tongass is the rising expected cost to the Forest Service of building logging roads.  The 
Taxpayers[rsquo] analysis estimates that in the past, it has cost the Forest Service an average of $1 million per 
mile to carve logging roads through the Tongass.  It concludes that the per-mile cost is likely to rise steeply 
after the repeal of the Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule because, up to now, the Forest Service has largely built 
logging roads into low-elevation, easily-accessed, commercial-grade stands of spruce and hemlock. 
 



The study notes that after repeal of the Roadless Rule, the Forrest Service will be pressured to build roads into 
the more rugged, steeper terrain that it has heretofore avoided. After examining a sampling of contemplated 
sales, the Taxpayers study[rsquo]s authors conclude that it could cost the Forest Service as much as $2 million 
per mile to build logging roads into the roadless territory that they are tentatively targeting. The Forest 
Service[rsquo]s per-mile losses from building logging roads, therefore, are likely to rise steeply after the repeal 
of the Roadless Rule because of the rugged terrain over which the Forest Service is likely to build new roads to 
achieve the board-feet that it is committed to harvesting. 
 
The Taxpayers[rsquo] study notes that under its current plans, the Forest Service will offer more than 290 
million board feet in several timber sales in the Tongass over the next four years. It observes that if per-board 
foot spending to prepare those sales and the revenue generated from them remain at the long-run average, the 
Forest Service would end up losing more than $180 million[mdash]increasing its annual net losses by 50%.  Id.  
If, as is likely, per-board-foot costs rise more steeply after repeal of the Roadless Rule, the Forest 
Service[rsquo]s subsidy of Governor Dunleavy[rsquo]s plan to revive the timber industry in the Tongass will do 
all the more financial harm to the Forest Service.      
 
This $180 million-or-greater federal subsidy of private timber jobs will bleed the Forest Service financially at a 
time when, financially, it is already in intensive care.  The Forest Service faces a financial crisis, thanks to the 
massive increase in fires in the Western United Stated brought about by climate change.  Fire-fighting costs 
have recently swelled to consume half of the Forest Service[rsquo]s budget.  This has forced it to scale back its 
forest management functions, which were already seriously underfunded. Its fire-caused financial crisis will only 
grow going forward, given the long-term climate trend toward a hotter, drier Western United States. With the 
Forest Service already in dire financial straits, it is irresponsible to repeal Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule, and 
force the Forest Service to extend its money-losing logging program into increasingly rugged, difficult, and 
costly roadless terrain.  
 
During the November 14, 2019, hearing on the fate of Alaska[rsquo]s Roadless Rule, the Forest Service 
summarized five alternatives that it was considering to the status quo, ranging from protecting specified 
acreages of  Old Growth to not protecting any Old Growth whatsoever. The latter was labelled the Preferred 
Alternative. The Forest Service emphasized that in all five alternatives to the status quo, the number of board 
feet harvested would not change. 
 
I found this inexplicable because the objective identified for all of these alternatives to the status quo was to 
boost economic activity and create jobs. I have an economics degree, and have some sophistication in 
analyzing economic arguments. I asked how it would be possible to leave the level of timber harvest 
unchanged relative to the status quo, and still expect to increase economic output and jobs in the timber 
industry.  I suggested that the only way to boost output and employment without boosting the volume of the 
good sold would be to shift the cost curve of the inputs downward by targeting the most easily accessed stands 
with the oldest and largest, and, therefore, most profitable trees.  Although he confined himself to generalities, 
the Forest Service spokesman had to essentially concede that this is the only way that discarding the Roadless 
Rule could increase employment in the Tongass[rsquo] timber industry. 
 
Exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule is irresponsible public policy on a number of levels.  It subsidizes the 
current generation by robbing the next generation of its ecological heritage.  For the reasons explained above, 
repealing the Roadless Rule will force the Forest Service to absorb 95% of the cost of each additional, short-
run job created through exemption from the Roadless Rule.  Over the next decade, the effect of this exemption 
will be to rob the Forest Service of hundreds of millions of dollars that it will desperately need to preserve the 
viability of all of America[rsquo]s national forests. Subsidies of this magnitude are economically irrational, and 
ethically unconscionable.  They should be minimized by retaining the existing Roadless Rule.  
 
 
[1] See Economic Impact of Alaska[rsquo]s Visitor Industry, 2017, published November, 2018 by the Alaska 
Department of Commerce, Community, and Economic Development, Division of Economic Development, at 14.  
 
 
 
[2] See, e.g., Removing the Roadless Rule won[rsquo]t bring timber back, Op Ed in November 3, 2019, edition 
of the Juneau Empire, available at  https://www.juneauempire.com/opinion/opinion-roadless-rule-realities/ 
 



[3] Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the Tongass, published October, 2019, by 
Taxpayers for Common Sense, available at https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-
Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf.  
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COMMENTS OF MALIN MOENCH ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT STATEMENT ON ALTERNATIVES TO ROADLESS 

MANAGEMENT AND A PROPOSED ALASKA ROADLESS RULE 

(December 17, 2019) 

 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Alternatives to 

Roadless Management and a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule includes a 

preferred alternative to exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 

The Preferred Alternative would remove all 9.2 million acres of inventoried 

roadless acres and convert 165,000 old-growth acres and 20,000 young-

growth acres previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable 

timber lands. 

The Tongass contains 9.9 million acres of forested land. Only 1.8 

million of that was placed off limits by the Roadless Rule. Of the rest, 4.4 

million acres will never produce merchantable timber because steep rocky 

slopes, contains poor soil, or is at subalpine elevations. And another 2.4 

million acres is statutorily protected by their Wilderness or LUD II 

designations. 

That leaves 1.3 million acres of prime forest available. But little, if 

any, is profitable to harvest. According Taxpayers for Common Sense, for 

the past 20 years, the USFS subsidized logging to the tune $30 million 

annually.  These are essential facts that the Preferred Alternative ignores 

when he says “The ill-advised 2001 Roadless Rule shut down the timber 

industry in Southeast Alaska.” About the proposed exemption for the 

Tongass, he called it “the first step to rebuilding an entire industry. 

The industry decline began long before implementation of the 

Roadless Rule. Market forces, antiquated plants and necessary 

environmental regulations led to the closure of the region’s two pulp mills. A 
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few thousand jobs were lost. But more than a few small mills continued to 

operate. 

Getting rid of the Roadless Rule won’t create a boom in timber 

industry jobs. What we can expect is that it will cause the Forest Service to 

subsidize the harvest of more Old-Growth. On some timber sales, roads 

will be built, and trees will cut down. Others will be halted by legitimate 

lawsuits. And at least a few will be put sold, like two of the Kuiu tracts put 

up for sale during the past five years. Even with the subsidy, most offered 

timber sales facilitated by exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule will be 

so unprofitable that no one will bid on them. 

Over the most recent period for which detailed data are available 

(2015-17) Alaska’s extractive industries on which it once depended have 

been on a downward slide.  High-cost Alaskan oil finds it increasingly hard 

to compete with the boom in cheaper oil and gas from the fracking fields on 

the lower 48.  The same is true of Alaskan timber, which is less and less 

able to compete with the cheaper and more accessible timber of Canada 

and the American Southeast.  

According to Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce 

Development data, Alaska lost a total of 10,600 jobs between 2015 and 

2017 (4,400 jobs lost in oil and gas, 2,500 lost in construction, 2,100 lost in 

professional and business services, 2,000 lost in state government).  Its 

only robust and sustainable job creator has been its tourism industry, which 

added 3,500 jobs over the same period.  Id. at 21.  Over the decade ending 

in 2017, Alaska’s tourism jobs grew by 20%, tourism labor income grew by 

32%, and tourism-related economic output grew by 32%.   In 2017, tourism 

directly supported 43,300 jobs, produced in $1.5 billion in labor income, 

and $4.5 billion in economic output.   

The dependence of Alaska on tourism as its only reliable source of 

robust, sustainable economic growth going forward is even more striking 

when tourism’s role in the regional economy of Southeast Alaska is 

considered. For Alaska as a whole, tourism accounts for 10% of 

employment and 5% of labor income.  In Southeast Alaska, however, it 
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accounts for a whopping 23% of employment (11,925 jobs) and 14% of 

labor income ($445 million).  Wilderness-seeking tourism is the backbone 

of the economy of Southeast Alaska economy, and its only reliable, 

sustainable growth industry.1   

The quality of the Tongass experience is of strategic importance to 

the ability of all of Alaska to draw the tourist trade.  Most tourists enter or 

leave Alaska via cruise ship.  1.3 million of Alaska’s 2 million annual visitors 

take a cruise for at least one leg of their trip.  The Inside Passage is either 

their introduction to, or their final impression of, the fabled Alaska 

wilderness that drew them to the state in the first place. 

 The Inside Passage experience is indistinguishable from the Tongass 

experience, since the almost the entire cruise transits the Tongass.  In 

isolated instances, cruising the Inside Passage leads to the discovery of an 

enchanted bay rimmed by pristine Old Growth cedar and fir. In such 

environments, Bald Eagles and black bears fleetingly emerge and vanish 

back into the lush green understory, matching the vision that causes over a 

million tourists to spend thousands of dollars apiece each year to board a 

cruise to Alaska.   

But pristine coves filled with wildlife are now a rarity on the Inside 

Passage.  The experience has become mostly repetitive vistas of clear cuts 

and tree stumps, littered with slash.  Where recent clear cuts have regrown, 

they can be a welcome green from far away.  Up close, however, the 

groves that replace clear cuts are typically dark, sterile dungeons with 

dense, toothpick-like tree trunks forming the bars.  They are not much of a 

consolation prize for the tourist who bought a shore excursion hoping to 

enter the cathedral-like space of a mixed-age grove of giants.   

From a tourist’s point of view, the majority of the Inside Passage 

should be renamed Clear Cut Passage.  It is becoming an eyesore from a 

distance and an ecological slum up close.  This current reality is a rude 

awakening for the tourist who spent thousands of dollars expecting a story-

                                                           
1
 See Economic Impact of Alaska’s Visitor Industry, 2017, published November, 2018 by the Alaska Department of 

Commerce, Community, and Economic Development, Division of Economic Development, at 14.   
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book glide through a place of natural wonder.  I speak from personal 

experience.  Scores of friends have asked me about my time in Alaska and 

whether it is worth it to cruise the Inside Passage.  I tell them only if you 

want your heart broken.  As noted, for most visitors, the Inside Passage—

i.e., the Tongass—forms either their first impression, or their last memory, 

of Alaska.  The more beat up, carved up, and ground up it becomes, the 

more Alaska’s visitors will feel cheated because they were drawn there by 

the vision of an unspoiled wilderness.   

Low-elevation groves of massive Old Growth cedars are the crown 

jewels of the Tongass, and of Alaska.  Sacrificing them to prop up an 

anemic logging industry for an additional decade, at most, will be the effect 

of the Preferred Alternative.  It is for this dubious objective that the 

Secretary of Agriculture selected complete exemption of Alaska from the 

Roadless Rule, rather than retain any form of protection whatever for the 

few remaining, high-value stands. 

 During the November 14, 2019 hearing in Washington D.C. that I 

attended, the Forest Service explained that the five alternatives to the 

status quo for managing the Tongass forest all would result in the same 

number of board feet harvested. Therefore, the Forest Service spokesman 

conceded, the Preferred Alternative would only revive the timber industry in 

the Tongass relative to the status quo if it allowed the Forest Service to 

offer for sale the most profitable remaining stands, which are the large-

diameter, Old Growth, easily-accessed stands.     

The Forest Service conceded during the November 14 hearing that 

the rationale for the Preferred Alternative is not that it is more ecologically 

beneficial or economically rational than the other alternatives.  According to 

the Forest Service, the Preferred Alternative was selected by the Secretary 

of Agriculture simply to honor the President’s decision to grant Alaska’s 

Governor a personal favor. According to news reports, Governor Dunleavy 

asked the President to exempt Alaska from the Roadless Rule as a means 

of reviving the timber industry in the Tongass.  Because all six forest 

management alternatives would allow the same number of board feet to be 

cut, it is clear that the Preferred Alternative could only revive the timber 
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industry in the Tongass if it makes the most profitable remaining stands 

(large diameter, low-elevation Old Growth) newly available to the industry 

for logging.   

Harvesting timber in the Tongass has never been economically viable 

because its costs are too high.  It is remote from timber markets, and 

access is difficult, now that most of the large-diameter stands near 

navigable water have been logged.  For this reason, logging the Tongass 

has always had to be subsidized by the Federal government.   

Over the last century, logging has changed the Tongass because it 

has primarily targeted the rare, Old-Growth forest stands with the biggest 

trees. While only 9% of the productive Old Growth forest in the Tongass 

has been clearcut to date, the Alaska Chapter of the Audubon Society 

points out that perhaps half of the big-tree (4- to 10-foot diameter) Old 

Growth is already gone. Yet these same, productive stands are also the 

most important for maintaining fish and wildlife populations, preserving 

ecosystem integrity, and protecting the promise of unspoiled wilderness 

that drives Southeast Alaska’s largest and most robust job-creator—its 

tourism industry.    

Supporters of the timber industry point to the small percentage of 

land area logged as an indicator of the impact. This is misleading because 

only a third of the Tongass supports forests of potential commercial value, 

and only a small fraction of that is economically valuable. The timber 

industry has always targeted the oldest and largest trees, but the Audubon 

Society points out that those large-tree Old-Growth stands have always 

been rare on the Tongass. An analogy would be fishermen who focus on 

king salmon catch only a small percentage of all salmon, but they catch  

nearly all the king salmon, which is the most valuable and least abundant  

species. Seven decades of targeting has dramatically depleted the 

Tongass Forest’s largest Old-Growth trees. And those rare, Old-Growth 

stands provide the most diverse and valuable ecosystems.  If they are 

relatively easy to reach, they are also offer exactly what most Alaska 

tourists come for—the chance to experience nature while it is still wild and 

unspoiled.   
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The Governor Dunleavy’s strategy is to revive the inherently 

uncompetitive timber industry of the Tongess by declaring open season on 

the few large-diameter, easily accessed groves of Old Growth cedar, 

spruce and hemlock that remain.  This is not just ecologically irresponsible, 

it is economically foolish.  In terms of jobs, the return on this policy about-

face will be paltry.  The timber industry in Southeast Alaska currently 

directly employs only 400 workers.   

Most of the mature, large-diameter timber that is easily accessed 

from the water (the profitable portion) has already been logged.  The 

Tongass is far from major timber-product markets, and the most of the 

remaining stands of commercial-grade Sitka spruce and hemlock are 

located on rough terrain that is difficult to access.  Consequently, the 

commercial-grade timber of Southeast Alaska is too expensive to compete 

with the output of British Columbia and the Southeastern United States.  

What is commercially viable are the few remaining, low-elevation stands of 

large-diameter Old Growth spruce and cedar that have been protected up 

to now by the Roadless Rule and the Southeast Alaska timber 

management plan.   

As local experts are aware,2 there aren’t enough of these stands 

remaining to extend the life of the handful of sawmills still operating in the 

Tongass by more than a decade. If these stands are liquidated as a result 

of repeal of Alaska’s Roadless Rule, a decade from now these sawmills, 

too, will be closed and the jobs that they currently support will be gone.  

Also gone will be the cathedral-like groves of Old Growth spruce and cedar 

that could have been a major draw for patrons of Inside Passage cruises 

looking for an up-close wilderness experience in their on-shore excursions. 

Eliminating such opportunities for cruise patrons will impair the ability of 

Southeast Alaska to continue to sustain the cruise trade that plays a critical 

                                                           
2
 See, e.g., Removing the Roadless Rule won’t bring timber back, Op Ed in November 3, 2019, edition of the Juneau 

Empire, available at  https://www.juneauempire.com/opinion/opinion-roadless-rule-realities/ 

https://www.juneauempire.com/opinion/opinion-roadless-rule-realities/
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role in the economy of Southeast Alaska.  If, in the future, Southeast 

Alaska is unable to offer this apex wilderness experience to its visitors, it 

will jeopardize its only reliable source of robust, sustainable job growth.   

Exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule to let the timber 
industry liquidate the prime commercial Old Growth stands that 
remain in the Tongass will not only cause a net, long-term reduction 
of jobs in Southeast Alaska, it will require a massive subsidy of each 
and every one of those additional jobs out of the Forest Service’s own 
budget.   

 If the Forest Service is to deliver on the promise that President 
Trump made to revive the moribund, high-cost timber industry in 
Southeast Alaska, it will be necessary for the Forest Service to reach 
deeply into its own pockets to make it happen. According to an 
analysis by the Taxpayers for Common Sense (Taxpayers),3 the 
Forest Service lost nearly $600 selling timber in the Tongass over the 
last 20 years (an average of $30 million a year) because the revenue 
from timber sales covers only 5% of the costs it incurs in making 
those sales.  Those costs that the study ascribes to timber sales 
consist of planning and executing the sales, building logging roads, 
and remediating the effects of logging.  Id. at 3. 

By this accounting, past timber sales in the Tongass have 
covered only 5% of their costs, necessitating a 95% subsidy from the 
budget of the Forest Service.  Even the 95% rate of subsidy will likely 
increase going forward under a repealed Roadless Rule.  The 
Taxpayers’ study notes, at page 2, that  

The rate of losses per amount of timber sold has not 
decreased. During the 20-year period from FY 1999 to 2018, 
the USFS reported selling 977 million board feet of timber in the 
Tongass. Overall, the USFS lost approximately $612 for every 
thousand board feet (mbf) of timber it sold. Further, the three-
year moving average for losses per mbf more than doubled 

                                                           
3
 Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the Tongass, published October, 2019, by Taxpayers 

for Common Sense, available at https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-
2019-.pdf.   
 
 

https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf
https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf


8 
 

within the last decade, indicating that the financial efficiency of 
Tongass timber sales has declined in recent years. 

 

Another reason that the Taxpayers’ study offers for expecting 
that the 95% rate of federal subsidy of timber sales in the Tongass is 
the rising expected cost to the Forest Service of building logging 
roads.  The Taxpayers’ analysis estimates that in the past, it has cost 
the Forest Service an average of $1 million per mile to carve logging 
roads through the Tongass.  It concludes that the per-mile cost is 
likely to rise steeply after the repeal of the Alaska’s Roadless Rule 
because, up to now, the Forest Service has largely built logging roads 
into low-elevation, easily-accessed, commercial-grade stands of 
spruce and hemlock.  

The study notes that after repeal of the Roadless Rule, the 
Forrest Service will be pressured to build roads into the more rugged, 
steeper terrain that it has heretofore avoided. After examining a 
sampling of contemplated sales, the Taxpayers study’s authors 
conclude that it could cost the Forest Service as much as $2 million 
per mile to build logging roads into the roadless territory that they are 
tentatively targeting. The Forest Service’s per-mile losses from 
building logging roads, therefore, are likely to rise steeply after the 
repeal of the Roadless Rule because of the rugged terrain over which 
the Forest Service is likely to build new roads to achieve the board-
feet that it is committed to harvesting.  

The Taxpayers’ study notes that under its current plans, the 
Forest Service will offer more than 290 million board feet in several 
timber sales in the Tongass over the next four years. It observes that 
if per-board foot spending to prepare those sales and the revenue 
generated from them remain at the long-run average, the Forest 
Service would end up losing more than $180 million—increasing its 
annual net losses by 50%.  Id.  If, as is likely, per-board-foot costs 
rise more steeply after repeal of the Roadless Rule, the Forest 
Service’s subsidy of Governor Dunleavy’s plan to revive the timber 
industry in the Tongass will do all the more financial harm to the 
Forest Service.       

This $180 million-or-greater federal subsidy of private timber 
jobs will bleed the Forest Service financially at a time when, 
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financially, it is already in intensive care.  The Forest Service faces a 
financial crisis, thanks to the massive increase in fires in the Western 
United Stated brought about by climate change.  Fire-fighting costs 
have recently swelled to consume half of the Forest Service’s budget.  
This has forced it to scale back its forest management functions, 
which were already seriously underfunded. Its fire-caused financial 
crisis will only grow going forward, given the long-term climate trend 
toward a hotter, drier Western United States. With the Forest Service 
already in dire financial straits, it is irresponsible to repeal Alaska’s 
Roadless Rule, and force the Forest Service to extend its money-
losing logging program into increasingly rugged, difficult, and costly 
roadless terrain.   

During the November 14, 2019, hearing on the fate of Alaska’s 
Roadless Rule, the Forest Service summarized five alternatives that it 
was considering to the status quo, ranging from protecting specified 
acreages of  Old Growth to not protecting any Old Growth 
whatsoever. The latter was labelled the Preferred Alternative. The 
Forest Service emphasized that in all five alternatives to the status 
quo, the number of board feet harvested would not change. 

I found this inexplicable because the objective identified for all 
of these alternatives to the status quo was to boost economic activity 
and create jobs. I have an economics degree, and have some 
sophistication in analyzing economic arguments. I asked how it would 
be possible to leave the level of timber harvest unchanged relative to 
the status quo, and still expect to increase economic output and jobs 
in the timber industry.  I suggested that the only way to boost output 
and employment without boosting the volume of the good sold would 
be to shift the cost curve of the inputs downward by targeting the 
most easily accessed stands with the oldest and largest, and, 
therefore, most profitable trees.  Although he confined himself to 
generalities, the Forest Service spokesman had to essentially 
concede that this is the only way that discarding the Roadless Rule 
could increase employment in the Tongass’ timber industry.  

Exempting Alaska from the Roadless Rule is irresponsible 
public policy on a number of levels.  It subsidizes the current 
generation by robbing the next generation of its ecological heritage.  
For the reasons explained above, repealing the Roadless Rule will 
force the Forest Service to absorb 95% of the cost of each additional, 
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short-run job created through exemption from the Roadless Rule.  
Over the next decade, the effect of this exemption will be to rob the 
Forest Service of hundreds of millions of dollars that it will 
desperately need to preserve the viability of all of America’s national 
forests. Subsidies of this magnitude are economically irrational, and 
ethically unconscionable.  They should be minimized by retaining the 
existing Roadless Rule.   

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Moench 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michele Moench 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vicky 
Last name: Moens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please consider the wildlife, that is part of OUR ecosystem and plays such an important role. 
 
There is a reason why this place is a reserve and protected. 
 
Let's not go backwards but forward. Is anyone listening?? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roger 
Last name: Moerke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Moerman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No, just NO. Don't do it. Trees consume carbon. We need our American Amazon. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MikeAnthony 
Last name: Moffa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is MikeAnthony Moffa and I live in Oviedo, Florida. 
 
 
PLEASE SAVE THE ANIMALS AND OUR PLANET !! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, MikeAnthony Moffa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Moffa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3737 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Peter Moffa 
 
Asheville, NC 28803 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Moffat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Moffat and I live in Gambier, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann Moffat 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: Moffat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Good Morning: 
 
I believe the roadless rule should be modified as it has been used to stifle important forest management. The 
conservation groups, like Audubon, are myopic and have a one rule fits all approach which does not 
necessarily translate into good management practices.. If the forest supervisors deem it in the best interest of 
the forest and its environment to engage in some clearcutting to improve forest health, then they ought to be 
able to do it. If the roadless rule gets in the way, then it should be modified. 
 
Travis Moffat 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Travis Moffat 
 
Lander, WY 82520 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Moffatt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Moffatt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Moffett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allison Moffett and I live in Pasadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Allison Moffett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Moffett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The U. S. Forest Service has the responsibility to protect ancient forests as buffers against climate change for 
All our futures and those of our descendants. It is shameful to advocate for an industry that produces very little 
real profit and obly acts to destroy our environment. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tyrus 
Last name: moffitt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tyrus Moffitt and I live in Sitka, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I have lived in Sitka, AK for 14 years now. It is located in the heart of the last standing temperate rainforest on 
earth. This place is my home. Weather its my work, as a commercial salmon troller, or my recreational activities 
on my off days like hunting camping, subsistence fishing for salmon, hiking and trying to find serenity away 
from people, its all in the Tongass. My future as a commercial troller truly depends on the survival of this forest 
that we all call home. I grew up in Oregon where there are hundreds of thousands of miles of logging roads and 
new and old clear cuts. So Im very familiar with the consequences of turning this Forest into what used to be a 
forest down there. First off, the oil spills from loggers, trucks, or equipment with hydraulic leaks are inevitable 
and will happen. Although it sounds minuscule it amounts to a lot of every logger and piece of equipment does 
it. Not to mention destroying the salmon streams that myself and many many others rely on for our way of life. 
Secondly every dead end road WILL eventually become some sort of dump from lazy people not wanting to 
spend money at the dump when they can just pitch it at the end of a log landing. Its disgusting and I promise 
you it will happen. Thirdly, this forest is so old and has so much history to it that it would be detrimental to the 
natives who have lived here for generations and generations. The amount of revenue that would result from 
punching in roads and clear cutting what they can, will be nothing in comparison to the amount of revenue the 
state will loose from salmon streams dying, road maintenance, and depleting the salmon fisheries. Withdrawing 
the roadless rule In the Tongass is a horrible idea, and Im telling from experience. The result would be 
catastrophic. Please, please, please, reconsider this. We dont need to turn this pristine country into the lower 
48, or treat it like the last of the Amazon. Thankyou for you time 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 



sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Mofsenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dana Mofsenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Mofsenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4091 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Some things in life are more precious than money. 
 
This is one of them. Please leave the forest alone. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joel Mofsenson 
 
Suffern, NY 10901 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Mofsenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4091 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Some things in life are more precious than money. 
This is one of them. Please leave the forest alone. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Joel Mofsenson 
Suffern, NY 10901 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicholas 
Last name: Mogavero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nicholas Mogavero 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Mogg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Mogg and I live in Saint Joseph, Missouri. 
 
 
Please, please do not destroy these forests by using them to reap dirty gas and/or oil. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Mogg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mar 
Last name: Mogollon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mar Mogollon and I live in New London, Connecticut. 
 
Protection in the U.S. are just as important as protecting the rain forests of Brazil. Our future as a race depends 
on it. Please do not delay in increasing the current protections 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mar Mogollon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debi 
Last name: Mohan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debi Mohan and I live in Charlottesville, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debi Mohan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chantel 
Last name: Mohar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Moheban 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Moheban 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Veronica 
Last name: Mohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Veronica Mohn and I live in Lake Forest, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Veronica Mohn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mohning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Mohning and I live in Nashville, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Mohning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Mohr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Mohr and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
This content comes from Earthjustice, an organization I respect and support. I feel strongly that it is imperative 
that we preserve our forest as one of our most important defenses against climate change. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carol Mohr 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: Mohr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claudia Mohr and I live in Hamburg, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claudia Mohr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Meredith 
Last name: Mohr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Meredith Mohr and I live in Elkton, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Meredith Mohr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leila 
Last name: Mohseni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leila Mohseni and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leila Mohseni 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leah 
Last name: Moi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jila 
Last name: Moinian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jila Moinian and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
Are very important for our environment and the weather we need to keep this Treasures alive Forest are 
beautiful and has been on Earth for Generations let's not let the greed of some Corporation destroy or Earth 
believe in it and we should really take care of it 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jila Moinian 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ali 
Last name: Moinzadeh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ali Moinzadeh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: Mois 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Derek Mois 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: Mois 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Derek Mois 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Moissant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Helen Moissant and I live in Central Point, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Helen Moissant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:00:57 PM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Moissant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Trump Administration's war on the environment has to stop. Among others, the Roadless Rule helps 
protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and Northern Goshawk, as well as 
for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest 
and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. This has to be stopped. We 
need to be conserving more land, not opening up more to development.  
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Helen Moissant 
Central Point, OR 97502 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Moissant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Helen Moissant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helena 
Last name: Moissant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Helena Moissant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helena 
Last name: Moissant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Helena Moissant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helena 
Last name: Moissant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Helena Moissant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Mola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicole Mola and I live in Norwalk, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nicole Mola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Moland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janice Moland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Molano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa Molano and I live in Traverse City, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa Molano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mold 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Mold 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Molder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Molder and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Molder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Molder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Molder and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Molder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Molder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Molder and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Molder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Moldoveanu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Moldoveanu and I live in Winston-salem, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Moldoveanu 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bettie 
Last name: Molenkamp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bettie Molenkamp and I live in Huntington Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bettie Molenkamp 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amanda 
Last name: Moler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amanda Moler and I live in El Cerrito, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I believe in the sovereign rights of wilderness and all wild beings therein. I support the upholding the integrity of 
Tongass National Forest for the indigenous people whos lives, culture, art and language or tied into the land. I 
support our scientific community that has demonstrated the need to preserve areas like the Tongass to 
sequester carbon and give humans a shot at survival. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bianca 
Last name: Molgora 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bianca Molgora and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bianca Molgora 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Molidor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support no action on the Tongass. Leave it roadless! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Molidor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolina 
Last name: Molina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jasmine 
Last name: Molina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC881 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Molina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nelson 
Last name: Molina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nelson Molina and I live in Buena Park, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nelson Molina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roberto 
Last name: Molina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roberto Molina and I live in Katy, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roberto Molina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vincent 
Last name: Molina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC897 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melanie Dawn 
Last name: Molina Wood 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie Dawn and I live in Miami, Florida. I STRONGLY oppose any efforts to roll-back the 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule Roadless Rule) in Alaska or anywhere else. 
 
The proposed action outlined in FR Doc # 2019-22638, pushed by Donald Trump and Agriculture Secretary 
Sonny Perdue, "would slash protections for more than 9 million acres of the Tongass National Forest, an area 
larger than Yellowstone, Glacier and Grand Canyon national parks combined." 
 
"The Tongass stores more carbon removed from the atmosphere than any other national forest in the country 
in its old-growth Sitka spruce, hemlock and cedar trees. It helps protect Alaska, which is warming more than 
twice as fast from climate change as our planet overall. The forest holds about 650 million tons of carbon or 
about half of U.S. carbon dioxide emissions in 2017." 
 
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
I live in South Florida, at ground zero for climate change &amp; sea-level rise. The actions you take in Alaska 
will have consequences here and around the world. NO ACTION is the only correct choice here. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards,Melanie Dawn Molina Wood 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kjersti 
Last name: Moline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kjersti Moline and I live in Lake Elmo, Minnesota. 
 
PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT THE AIR, WATER, FORESTS, EARTH, ETC that 
we need to protect so that future generations can have quality of life. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kjersti Moline 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cynthia 
Last name: molinero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cynthia molinero and I live in Rocky River, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cynthia molinero 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Molinich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5038 
 
I, Claire Molinich, am strongly in favor of alternative one's plan relating to the Tongass National Forest. I feel 
this way because the forest needs to be preserved as there are so few forests left. The Earth and human 
beings need trees and these forests, and if their forest was destroyed it would change the climate + kill wildlife 
 
-[Signature] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Molise 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob Molise 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chohla 
Last name: Moll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chohla Moll and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I moved to Sitka when I was 5 years old in 1985. I 
remember the logging days - watching out for escaped logs on the bow of our boat in Peril Straight. I remember 
the wake of the boat being brown instead of white white when the pulp mill was still in operation. I remember 
how hard it was to walk through the clear cuts in Tenakee Inlet, imagining how hard it would be fore a deer to 
walk through the same clear cuts. As those clear cuts have started to grow in, new people who move here may 
not recognize what those lighter green patches represent. This is not just an local issue, the Tongass National 
Forest is an important global resource for global sequestration. Temperate forests are estimated to be able to 
reduce atmospheric carbon dioxide by approximately 22.6 Gigatons of carbon dioxide. Keeping these trees in 
the ground are essential to combating Global Climate Change. The role of forests as nurseries for our local 
fisheries also can not be ignored. The logging practices of the past already effected our local fisheries. Let's not 
continue to make the mistakes of the past. I want my children and students to have these trees, fish, oxygen in 
to the future for their children's children. Please keep the roadless rule intact. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chohla 
Last name: Moll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC725 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mollenhauer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing in objection to any policy changes that would sacrifice the Wilderness and roadlessness of the 
Tongass. There is no going back once we open such a unique ecosystem to the impacts of human industry, 
and sacrificing such a special place to the short term financial gains of only a few, would be in error. Time and 
time again, we have spoiled the lands around us for short-lives profits, pushing plants, animals and insects into 
extinction, only realizing after the folly of our practices. When will we learn from our mistakes and realize that 
wilderness is finite and that we cannot come back to something that is gone? 
 
Thank you for protecting our public lands and making decision that best benefit us all in the future! 
 
"Only when the last tree has been cut down, the last fish been caught, and the last stream poisoned, will we 
realize that we can't eat money." 
 
-Cree Indian Prophecy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Galen 
Last name: Moller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6471 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roger 
Last name: Moller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Please protect the old growth forests of the Tongass National Forest. I support the "No Action" alternative. 
 
Roger P. Moller 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bjorn 
Last name: Mollersten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bjorn Mollersten and I live in Buffalo, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bjorn Mollersten 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: d. 
Last name: mollica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is d. mollica and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, d. mollica 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: D. 
Last name: Mollica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, D. Mollica 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mollo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mollo and I live in Boca Raton, Florida. 
 
 
Please protect what we have left and stop building! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Mollo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kent 
Last name: mollohan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kent mollohan and I live in Helena, Montana. 
 
 
Let's stop abetting this rogue "leader" in the White House.  There is life after the doofus  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kent mollohan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Isabel 
Last name: Molloy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Isabel Molloy and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Isabel Molloy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Molloy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Molloy and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Molloy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Molly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Molly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Molly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1339 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Molly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Molly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katharine 
Last name: Molnar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katharine Molnar and I live in Winsted, Connecticut. 
 
 
The health of the people and the planet needs to start taking priority over corporate interests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katharine Molnar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Reka 
Last name: Molnar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Reka Molnar and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
Our wild open spaces are a huge part of our national identity and are treasures that are part of the commons 
that we all share. They must be preserved and protected always. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Reka Molnar 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Moloney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Moloney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Molony 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Molony 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Molony 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Molony 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Mom 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
"No Action" on Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I urge you to take "No Action" on the Alaska Roadless Rule, and continue the complete protection of the entire 
Tongass National Forest. As the largest National Forest in the U.S., the Tongass plays a vital role in preserving 
water quality, salmon habitat, and unfragmented old-growth wilderness. This is some of the last and finest 
intact forest on the planet. 
 
Please continue to protect the Tongass from logging and mining. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Cynthia Mom 
 
Seldovia Nature Tours, LLC 
 
Seldovia, AK 99663 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bea 
Last name: Momsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bea Momsen and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
The Tongass National Forrest plays a crucial part in retaining carbon in its trees. It must be preserved. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bea Momsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nora 
Last name: momtazi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nora momtazi and I live in Fairfax, California. 
 
 
it Will not continue like this.Either we do something or the nature will correct itself without us humans. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nora momtazi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Monach Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
PS , Sonny. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernadette 
Last name: Monaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bernadette Monaghan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Monaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelley 
Last name: Monaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shelley Monaghan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelley 
Last name: Monaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shelley Monaghan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bobbie 
Last name: Monahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Te removal of the Roadless Rule would seriously endanger this pristine area. The industrial activities in the 
Brazilian rainforest are a warning to us of the environmental devastation that would result. 
 
Our national treasure MUST be maintained as is. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carly 
Last name: Monahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: Monahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claudia Monahan and I live in La Quinta, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claudia Monahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eleanor 
Last name: Monahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eleanor Monahan and I live in Winchester, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eleanor Monahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Monahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gregory Monahan and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Cutting the Tongass goes beyond irresponsible. It is reckless endangerment of our Childrens future. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gregory Monahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Molly 
Last name: Monahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6118 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Monaweck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass NF 
 
I want alternative one. 
 
1000 year old ancient trees cannot be replaced and are important for carbon storage, salmon fisheries would 
be damaged by a new road and logging. 
 
Stop being greedy. 
 
-- 
 
Kevin Monaweck 
 
BS EVE, EIT 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Max 
Last name: Monbouquette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3545 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Max Monbouquette 
 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Max 
Last name: Monbouquette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3545 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Max Monbouquette 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dustin 
Last name: Monda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dustin Monda and I live in Ashland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dustin Monda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: gina 
Last name: mondazze 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is gina mondazze and I live in Hollywood, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, gina mondazze 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sylvia 
Last name: Mondero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sylvia Mondero 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: shannon 
Last name: mondor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is shannon mondor and I live in Mckinleyville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, shannon mondor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: james 
Last name: mondragon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is james mondragon and I live in Pelham, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, james mondragon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Mondragon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Mondragon and I live in Altamonte Springs, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Mondragon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Mondz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ronald Mondz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Mone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Mone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:38:51 PM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: Moneymaker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christy Moneymaker 
Ledbetter, KY 42058 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aggie 
Last name: Monfette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Aggie Monfette and I live in Royal Oak, Michigan. 
 
We and all species need the Roadless Area Conservation Rule to remain in effect. 
 
Please do not roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule. I am writing to express strong opposition to 
efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The 
Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Aggie Monfette 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Monforte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Monforte and I live in Indian Trail, North Carolina. 
 
Please stop this horrible deforestation that will cause extraordinary long term damage. We need to preserve, 
not destroy, these beautiful and important old growth forests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thomas Monforte 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Monfross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Monfross and I live in Fair Oaks, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruce Monfross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Monfross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bruce Monfross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mongeon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep the roadless rule in effect. There are far to few places that make people work to enjoy them. 
Additionally, these places function as reserves food the surrounding areas, where human impact is greater. 
They provide a source of wildlife to replenish surrounding areas. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Becky 
Last name: Monger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Becky Monger and I live in Ypsilanti, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Becky Monger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:29:13 PM 
First name: Becky 
Last name: Monger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Becky Monger 
Ypsilanti, MI 48197 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Becky 
Last name: Monger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Becky Monger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mongillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Mongillo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 8:58:36 PM 
First name: Missy 
Last name: Mongiovi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Missy Mongiovi and I live in Sitka, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I care about the Tongass not only because I want to preserve the natural habitat and the beauty of this world, 
but because I also care about the people who need the Tongass for survival. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Esther 
Last name: Monical 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Esther Monical 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Monico 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Do not allow clearcutting or road building in the Tongass NF. I urge you to allow the Roadless Rule to remain 
intact on the protected areas of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Diane Monico 
 
Nehalem, OR 97131 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Monier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Monier and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Monier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: la 
Last name: monique 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is la monique and I live in Paris, [@advState]. 
 
 
FORESTS MUST BE PROTECTED IN ALASKA 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, la monique 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: la 
Last name: monique 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is la monique and I live in Paris, [@advState]. 
 
 
FORESTS MUST BE PROTECTED IN ALASKA 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, la monique 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Monjle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I ask that you keep the Tongass National Forest the same that it is, to enforce the US Forest Service Policy 
known as the Roadless Area Conservation Rule. I do not want this policy to be changed in any way from the 
way it exists as in its present form. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
[POSITION] 
 







Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Monk 
Organization: Cody 
Title:  
Comments: 
I as a US citizen do not support any regulation that could damage any Forest in the USA. Our National Forests 
are Priceless so the Roadless Rule has to stay. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: monk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steve monk and I live in Polk City, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steve monk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cathy Monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Monroe and I live in Wilder, Kentucky. 
 
 
It's time to take a long term view of the business 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:56:56 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
James R Monroe 
Concord, CA 94521 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Monroe and I live in Concord, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jim 
Last name: monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jim monroe and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jim monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 4:00:00 PM 
First name: Kassondra 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The proposed repeal of the Roadless Rule caters to the outdated old-growth, clear-cut logging industry and 
shows blatant disregard for everyday Alaskans who rely on and enjoy salmon, wildlife, clean water, abundant 
subsistence resources, and beautiful natural scenery. 
The Tongass is all of ours. Repealing the Roadless Rule would cast aside years of collaboration and thriving 
businesses that depend on healthy forests, and usher in a new era of reckless old-growth clear-cut logging that 
pollutes our streams, hurts our salmon and deer populations, and spoils the forest and scenery. This proposed 
rule is a complete about-face from the direction we should be headed and reflects the fact that special interests 
and not common sense are guiding this decision. 
People throughout Alaska and the rest of the country depend on the productive rivers and wild fish of the 
Tongass for food, jobs, and recreation. We urge anyone who shares these values to comment to the Forest 
Service and urge them to uphold the Roadless Rule and conserve key areas of the Tongass, including the 
highest quality salmon-producing watersheds within the Tongass 77. 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Monroe and I live in Lyons, Colorado. 
 
I am writing to ask you to protect the Tongass National Forest. This unreplaceable forest is the largest 
temperate rain forest in the WORLD. A true national treasure forever, if we have the courage to protect it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marilyn Monroe 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Monroe and I live in Brookline, Massachusetts. 
Please do not make irreversible decisions. 
It would be no less than catastrophic to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in 
Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some 
of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must 
choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm 
Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Monroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Monroe and I live in Newark, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Monroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: RICHARD 
Last name: MONROE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is RICHARD MONROE and I live in Norco, California. 
 
 
Having personally experienced Southern California methane leaks, this is unacceptable. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, RICHARD MONROE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: THOMAS 
Last name: MONROE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is THOMAS MONROE and I live in Pompano Beach, Florida. 
 
 
no clearcutting!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, THOMAS MONROE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: THOMAS 
Last name: MONROE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, THOMAS MONROE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adenis 
Last name: Monsalve 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adenis Monsalve and I live in Miami, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Adenis Monsalve 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Monsees 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Monsees and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
 
Stop pandering to the corporations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Monsees 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Monson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Outrageous!! Welfare for rich corporations to cut up National Forests!!Providing wood and jobs might be an ok 
idea, marginal cutting it in wilderness, REALLY BAD if taxpayers subsidize the destruction.Please stop it!! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Monsor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Monsor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lyn 
Last name: Mont 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lyn Mont 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lyn 
Last name: Mont 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lyn Mont 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Mont-Eton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Mont-Eton and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
Please 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Mont-Eton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Mont-Eton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jean Mont-Eton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Montagnese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Montague 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Montague and I live in [@advCity], Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Montague 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Montague 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Montague and I live in Gifford, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Montague 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Montague 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Montague and I live in Gifford, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Montague 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Montague 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Montague and I live in Wanship, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Montague 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Montague 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Montague and I live in Great Barrington, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Montague 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julia 
Last name: Montana 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julia Montana and I live in Chicopee, MA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
As a Biology graduate, I care deeply about this issue. A threat to our National Forests not only is a threat to 
humanity but to all inhabitants of this Earth. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, to keep public lands 
wild for future generations, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), hydroelectric development. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins. We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Montano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
About the Tongas 
 
Secretary Sonny Perdue and Forest Service Chief Vicki Christiansen, 
 
PLEASE, select Alternative One, the "no-action" alternative, on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
Your choices in Alaska affect us globally. 
 
Protect the forest. People have taken enough. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sarah Montano 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Montapert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anthony Montapert 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:18:52 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Montapert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony Montapert 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Montapert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anthony Montapert and I live in Santa Maria, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anthony Montapert 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Montayne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Montayne and I live in Highland, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Montayne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lucy 
Last name: Monte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lucy Monte 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suezette 
Last name: Monte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suezette Monte and I live in Anthony, West Virginia. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Suezette Monte 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 8:21:01 AM 
First name: Mijanou 
Last name: Montealegre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mijanou Montealegre and I live in Los Angeles, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the 
Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
The protection of the Tongas National Forest and its wildlife is vital to our humanity. These last wild places are 
sacred and we cannot keep destroying our wild places and these ancient trees! They are alive, and have been 
here for hundreds of years. I have a deep reverence for the natural world which we are a part of and I plead 
that you please keep this forest protected for all future generations. Thank you. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Monteith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Monteith and I live in Clark, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Monteith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Montejano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC837 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Montejo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeff Montejo and I live in Canyon Lake, California. 
 
 
Please Save Bears Ears National Monument! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeff Montejo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marjorie 
Last name: Monteleon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marjorie Monteleon and I live in Southwest Harbor, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marjorie Monteleon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debby 
Last name: Montero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debby Montero and I live in West Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debby Montero 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Monterrosa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendy Monterrosa and I live in Covina, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wendy Monterrosa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: Montford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrence Montford and I live in Rapid City, South Dakota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lawrence Montford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alta 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alta Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Montgomery and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
If destroyed, this cannot be replaced! We must protect this precious resource! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Montgomery and I live in Belen, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Montgomery and I live in Rutherfordton, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Montgomery and I live in Saratoga, California. 
 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
The world's air quality is falling quickly. We must preserve our forests as an antidote to pollution and a help to 
human health.Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Pamela Montgomery 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paula Montgomery and I live in Pensacola, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paula Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 1:21:48 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Montgomery and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I generally support the pretection off public lands, as they will become increasingly valuable as our global 
population grows 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No Roads Option please 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Montgomery and I live in Vicksburg, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: sean 
Last name: montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
At this point, the economy of Alaska is helped more by having clean water for fishing and hunting than by 
timbering roadless areas. I recommend leaving the roadless areas intact as wilderness for hunting and fishing. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Montgomery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Montgomery and I live in Pottstown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Montgomery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Monti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Monti and I live in North Ridgeville, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Monti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Monti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Monti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M.E. 
Last name: Monti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, M.E. Monti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Montoya 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shannon 
Last name: Montoya 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shannon Montoya and I live in Rohnert Park, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shannon Montoya 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tami 
Last name: Montoya 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose the current proposal to expand logging and other resource expansion in the Tongass Forest National 
Forest. This pristine natural space must be protected! I am counting on the National Forest Service to maintain 
the protection already in place. Please don't let the politicians dictate this decision. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Montoya 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tim Montoya 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Manuher 
Last name: Monzaviyan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5674 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Genie 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Genie Moody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ian Moody and I live in San Rafael, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ian Moody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jen 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. As a professor who did research and taught in environmental science for 
over thirty years I believe keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass 
National Forest is essential. Our forests play an increasingly critical role in maintaining earths climate. And as 
you know, Alaska has been undergoing the most extreme climate shifts of any state in our Union. This plan 
also appears to be yet another attack from this administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities. For both of these 
reasons, we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat, is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. Further more, the role of forests are important on a global scale to continue to drawdown 
carbon dioxide the greenhouse gas that has been increasing as a result of anthropogenic emissions and 
human alteration of land use. We need our forests intact, and should be working to reforest not deforest. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
The focus of our timber and lumber needs should be placed on sustainable, renewable forest development, not 
the destruction of these last remaining old growth forests. 
 
Regards, Jen Moody 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5171 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am highly in favor of supporting the roadless rule. 
 
I live in tenakee springs Alaska, right in the center of the tongass national forest. 
 
My wife and I live a subsistence lifestyle. We depend on healthy forests and waters for our meat, fish, and what 
we gather. 
 
I am a registered Alaskan hunting guide. I make all my income guiding in the tongass forest. Removing the 
roadless rule will greatly impact my livelihood as well. It doesn't make economic sense in the long run. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Justin Moody 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Justin Moody 
 
Tenakee Springs, AK 99841 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3141 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
My name is Megan moody, and I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule 
unchanged in Alaska. I live in Tenakee Springs, in the heart of the Tongass, and I rely on Roadless areas for 
both subsistence activities and for my family's income (my husband guides bear hunts). Commercial fishing is 
also my community's main occupation. When I go to any Roadless Area by in the Tongass, I see the areas 
used for tourism, recreation, hunting, fishing, science, and more. This is a working forest. I don't understand 
why the forest service would choose a minuscule, dying industry (logging) over the billion dollar fishing and 
tourism industries. It does make sense economically, it doesn't make sense environmentally, it doesn't make 
sense culturally. Roads ruin salmon populations. Roads are expensive for taxpayers. This is just bad policy. 
We need intact habitats, and those of us who live in the Tongass (not Anchorage or DC) want to see the 
Roadless Rule left in place. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Megan Moody 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Megan Moody 
 
Tenakee Springs, AK 99841 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy Moody and I live in Augusta, Georgia. 
 
 
Learn from the past. Cutting down most of our trees will doom us. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peggy Moody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy Moody and I live in Yellville, AR, the Natural State that honors it forests. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peggy Moody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stanley 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We are writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. We support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in 
place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump 
administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian 
peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, 
and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. We urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, we strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests 
roadless areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the 
Federal Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife 
habitat, but it also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-
losing timber sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically 
wasteful road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed 
timber revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
My wife and I hope this area will be protected now and forever.  
Regards, Stanley Moody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Moody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am so very tired of fighting to preserve this priceless forest, DO THE RIGHT THING, and leave it completely 
alone, please. 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Terry Moody 
 
Joplin, MO 64803 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Moody-Arndt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Moody-Arndt and I live in Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Moody-Arndt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Moody-Ulmer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Moody-Ulmer and I live in Brighton, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Moody-Ulmer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mel 
Last name: Mooers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mel Mooers and I live in Victor, Montana. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mel Mooers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Moon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Moon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dr. 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dr. Moon and I live in Richmond, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dr. Moon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Moon and I live in Bend, Oregon. 
 
The wildlife within the delicate ecosystem of the Tongass National Forest depends on the forest for its survival. 
Clearcutting trees not only destroys habitat, but damages rivers and streams that are critical for salmon 
spawning. I have had the opportunity to visit Tongass National Forest multiple times traveling the Inside 
Passage, not only does the wildlife depend on the forest, the people of the southeast depend on the forest for 
their economic success. This is a beautiful place, that has sustained the wildlife and peoples of SE Alaska for 
centuries and it should continue to do so. Please protect the Tongass National Forest and leave the Roadless 
Rule in place. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jennifer Moon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Moon and I live in Spanish Springs, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Moon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tammy 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tammy Moon and I live in Belleville, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tammy Moon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Moon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 6:39:04 PM 
First name: Jenn 
Last name: Moonbrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jenn Moonbrick and I live in Quilcene, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am a mother. I am a daughter of the sun and granddaughter of the moon and the trees are all my ancestors. I 
am a voice for those on this Earth that cant speak. In this case, all those that are of the Tongass National 
Forest. It is important to me that this land be protected to ensure the future of generations to come and prevent 
further destruction to the realities of climate change. The Tongass is also critically important to our fight against 
climate change, sequestering hundreds of millions of tons of carbon from our atmosphere. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5104 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Mooney 
 
Lake Forest, IL 60045 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fjaere 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Fjaere Mooney and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
PLEASE&amp;gt; ENOUGH&amp;gt;!!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Fjaere Mooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marina 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marina Mooney and I live in Gouldsboro, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marina Mooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marina 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marina Mooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:42:58 PM 
First name: Marina 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marina Mooney 
Gouldsboro, ME 04607 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Mooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: peter 
Last name: mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have lived in the tongass national forest for the past 45 years. My daughter and my grandchildren also live in 
the tongass. I strongly oppose lifting the roadless rules that are now in place. Roads will not help our 
environment. They will jeopardize our salmon runs. They will harm what little defenses we have in place to fight 
global warming. These roads will help big business get bigger and when they have destroyed the forest they 
will leave a mess. I strongly urge you to defend the tongass and keep the roadless laws intact. 
 
sincerely your, peter o. mooney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Mooney and I live in Mountain Top, Pennsylvania. 
 
at 68 years old, I haven't gotten to many of the things on my "bucket list". Visiting the natural wonders of Alaska 
(and specifically the Tongass) are high on my list. We all must ensure that these wonders remain for 
generations of bucket lists. If we need to cut down trees, we need to plant many trees now so they will be 
available to log in a hundred or so years. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Richard Mooney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Mooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Moor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Moor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Moor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Moor and I live in Bozeman, Montana. 
 
 
Does any even remember SMOG and how bad it can be!!!  Read about it!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Moor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alice Moore and I live in Rindge, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alice Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Allyn 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5639 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ANDREA 
Last name: MOORE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ANDREA MOORE and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
Please save this beautiful monument 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ANDREA MOORE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Moore and I live in Senoia, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrea Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anthony Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please stop the assault on our great national parks and protected land. These belong to the people of this 
country. The damage would be irreversible. Our planet is in danger and this would add to that danger. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caitlin 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Caitlin Moore and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Caitlin Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Moore and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
NO MORE CUTTING IN THE TONGASS! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: D 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, D Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: D 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is D Moore and I live in Rochester, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, D Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not allow additional logging in the Tongass. The Tongass is a national treasure. Its value in tact is FAR 
greater than the limited timber that can be harvested. The resources required to harvest timber to not justify the 
economic gain. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please protect roadless areas in Tongass National Forest. Among many reasons are protection of endangered 
and threaatened species such as grizzly bears, salmon, whales and birds. Also magnificent recreational 
resources exist in these roadless forests and they store carbon to slow the warming of climate. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3233 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Moore 
 
Kihei, HI 96753 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Moore and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debra Moore and I live in Clio, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debra Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise Moore and I live in Warren, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dessaline 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dessaline Moore and I live in Satsuma, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dessaline Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Moore and I live in Deming, Washington. 
 
My name is Diane Moore &amp;amp; I live in Deming Wa. I write today to give my voice to our most vital wild 
lands in Alaska by asking you to uphold the Roadless Rule for these amazing places, because once their gone 
they may never be what they should be in our lifetime. Wild &amp;amp; pristine forever. Thank You!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Diane Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC569 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
it is a beautiful place and should be left in its natural state. 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Diane Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elaine Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
PLEASE protect Tongas National Forest from logging and roads. Keep it pristine and natural to prevent carbon 
release and protect the salmon in streams within and near the forest. These are valuable natural resources that 
took years to get to where they are and are one of the natural areas that US and foreign visitors value. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Moore and I live in Gaithersburg, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eric Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eva 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eva Moore and I live in Alpha, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eva Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Evelyn 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Evelyn Moore and I live in Lake Charles, Louisiana. 
 
Trump is destroying our climate, forest, trees and national monuments, all because he is a climate denier. What 
an idiot! PLEASE stop him from destroying The Tongass National Forest in Alaska. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Evelyn Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frances Moore and I live in Bellevue, Nebraska. 
 
 
"Only god can make a tree." We shyould ot be harvesting trees unnecessisarily! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frances Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frances Moore and I live in Bellevue, Nebraska. 
 
 
"Only god can make a tree." We shyould ot be harvesting trees unnecessisarily! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frances Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass is a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife. More than 300 species of birds make their homes 
in its trees, and its streams and waterways provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
To open this wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections would be a 
tragedy and an outrage. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gary Moore 
 
Eagle River, AK 99577 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harry 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Harry Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Harry 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harry Moore and I live in Norman, Oklahoma. 
 
Stop putting corporate profits above the public interest and to protect our national forests, our air, and our water 
for future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Harry Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hugh Moore and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hugh Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J Wil 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Moore and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janet Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jarrad 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeannine 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeannine Moore and I live in Captain Cook, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeannine Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am apposed to any commercial use of National Forest or Park lands. With other countries allowing the 
ravaging of forested areas for profit the very air we breath is in jeopardy. We must continue to protect "all" of 
our national forest. 
 
A secondary issue is unscrupulous contractors. Greed causes contractors to violate regulations and a forest 
once ravaged can not be put back together. This is a Pandora's box best left closed. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Moore Moore and my address is Laredo, Texas. 
Our national forests and public lands are OURS and our grandchildren's.  They are not to be given to 
profiteers. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joelene 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joelene Moore and I live in Fort Worth, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joelene Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joseph 
Last name: moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is joseph moore and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, joseph moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Josephine 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Josephine Moore and I live in Oceanside, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Josephine Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Josh 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
Secretary Perdue, 
 
I care about the Tongass because it is America's largest national forest and it stores more carbon than any 
other national forest. It contains some of the planet's last stands of old growth temperate rainforest, which is 
important to preserve. This forest has intrinsic value, and there is no price tag that is high enough to warrant 
any destruction of this forest, whether large or small. 
 
A common sentiment that people have about harvesting resources is "Not in My Backyard." The further we 
press on into the future the smaller our world gets. In the modern age the Tongass IS the backyard to all of us 
in the US and the world, for that matter. Don't screw us all over to allow the few to make a quick buck at the 
expense of the many. I will remember you for the action you take, no matter which direction that might be. I 
want to remember what you did favorably and for my children to be able to enjoy the Tongass. Then I want 
their children to enjoy it and feel grateful that someone didn't sell it for less than it's worth. To be clear, selling 
rights to exploit it in any way, means selling it for less than it's worth. 
 
I urge you in the strongest terms possible to select Alternative 1, or "No Action," for USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-
0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511. Keep the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest protected and 
working to provide clean air, clean water, and sustainable resources to America. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Josh Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please dont clear Americas Amazon! Leave the trees alone and follow the real science! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathie 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathie Moore and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathie Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Moore and I live in Ipswich, Massachusetts. 
 
Silly me. I thought protection of NATIONALLY OWNED LANDS from profit might be the responsibility of land 
management. Guess it's really open season, eh? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathleen Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
Please support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
It is important to keep the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National 
Forest. The Tongass is a carbon sink containing some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in 
the world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current 
protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Additionally, I strongly object to the plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unwarranted taxpayer subsidies to subsidize corporate mining of our national resources 
for the one percent while eroding air, water, and soil quality for the 99 percent. It is past time to consider the 
concerns of the public and general welfare. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Kathy Moore 
 
Woodward, Oklahoma 73801 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kerry 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I object to reducing the protections on old growth forests or logging in them. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kerry 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kerry Moore and I live in Toledo, Washington. 
 
I grew up in So. Cal. in the 50's &amp;amp; 60's, before The Clean Air Act. Now, at 71, I fight to breathe; the 
damage is done. The cure is leave the petroleum in the ground. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kerry Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Moore and I live in Willits, California. 
 
 
Truck Fump! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lance 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The move to log in these areas is based on bad science and will cause truly irreparable harm; you can't regrow 
an ancient forest. The planet needs these forests, as do generations to come. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leslie Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Moore and I live in Spray, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lindsay 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lindsay Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1353 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisha 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisha Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: liz 
Last name: moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is liz moore and I live in Port Townsend, Washington. 
 
 
We must protect our old growth and national forests for future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, liz moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorraine 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorraine Moore and I live in San Antonio, TX, 
78210 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorraine Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mackenna 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mackenna Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Malcolm 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Malcolm Moore and I live in Portola, California. 
 
 
Consumers must become aware of corporate crime...poisoning our food for profit and denying its occurrence. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Malcolm Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4947 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
Hubby Fishes 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RR M TP 2 RRS 2 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5510 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Martha Moore 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My comment/vote is for Alternative 1. This is the only choice that works for the planet and the public. Do your 
job and keep public land safe! Rich people don't need to be made richer! And, you can kiss the tourists 
goodbye if all they would see is dead forests and oil rigs, etc. 
 
 
 
Alternative 1 takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mrs. D. 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongas and all roadless forests roadless - leave them alone! Please do NOT allow roads or logging. 
This beautiful forest belongs to all Americans, not just to logging companies. We are tired of seeing this 
administration destroy the beauty of our wild lands and animals. Once destroyed this is all gone forever. 
Preserve all of this and do not log. Do not add roads. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Moore and I live in Madison, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicole Moore and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nicole Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: patricia 
Last name: moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is patricia moore and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
the earth is a gift to all of us.... lets be grateful for it and treat it with respect ... 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, patricia moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rev. 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rev. Moore and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
Alternative fuels for all vehicles driven in state! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rev. Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3736 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Moore 
 
Wake Forest, NC 27587 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3644 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Robert Moore 
Lakewood, NJ 08701 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3463 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Robert Moore 
Wake Forest, NC 27587 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3463 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Moore 
 
Wake Forest, NC 27587 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roberta 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roberta Moore and I live in Littleton, Colorado. 
 
 
These are public lands that belong to the people. What gives them the right to be treated as private lands? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roberta Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rosanne 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosanne Moore and I live in Sarasota, Florida. 
 
 
Please don't support GREED over the Roadless Rule in Alaska. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rosanne Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shabaka 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shabaka Moore and I live in Petersburg, Virginia. 
 
 
Stop destroying the planet!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shabaka Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shaun 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative One 
 
No new roads, no new logging please. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelley 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shelley Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sondra 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow an exception to the Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest. Our national forests, 
especially the Tongass, are significant storers of carbon, and allowing these lands to be open to road-building 
and harvesting of trees would cause irreparable harm in the form of carbon release into the atmosphere. Other 
major forested areas in the world, such as the Amazon and Canada's Boreal Forest, are also at extreme risk, 
and the United States needs to take a leadership role in promoting forest conservation, not destruction for the 
sake of commerce. 
 
Thank you for your time and attention. 
 
Sondra Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Moore and I live in Pelham, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne Moore and I live in Westminster, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Suzanne Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tana 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
More logging the Tongass National Forest was a bad idea 10 years ago, and it's still a bad idea. Please don't 
sell out to logging interests and their 300 (!) employees in Alaska. Waste of time; waste of resources. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tana Moore 
 
Southfield, MI 48075 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tasha 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tasha Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tasha 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tasha Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: thomas 
Last name: moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is thomas moore and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
I care. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, thomas moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tim Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: tim 
Last name: moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule written comment 
 
I wish to submit the following comments and thoughts pertaining to the Purposed Alaska Roadless Rule and 
the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I have spent many years hiking and doing research in the Tongass. I support maintaining the Roadless Rule as 
it now applies on the Tongass. In other words, I support the No Action Alternative. The DEIS discusses carbon 
sequestration but fails to address the diminished sequestration that would occur if greater harvesting of old 
growth forests could occur, as it could under Alternative 6. Currently, the carbon sequestration is greater in old 
growth than in regrowth forests. These old growth forests should remain intact. 
 
With so many forests in the lower 48 and in Canada going up in smoke as they become more vulnerable to 
wildfires (due to climate change and decades of fire suppression), it makes little sense to cut forests (such as 
the old growth forests in the Tongass) that are not currently at risk of catastrophic fires. Thinning of forests that 
are at high risk of catastrophic fires is desperately needed in the lower 48. Logging efforts should be 
concentrated on those forests, where logging can help prevent catastrophic fires AND provide wood. 
Management in the Tongass should focus on preserving all old growth that remains, and managing the 
regrowth forests for carbon sequestration and timber production. 
 
In addition, the decision documents should include discussion about development of the National Forest for 
recreational purposes, rather than looking to timber harvesting as the best or only means of creating jobs. 
There are few cabins or camps available in the Tongass for the public to reserve for camping, hunting, fishing, 
and other recreation. This type of resource development creates jobs for local residents and allows use of the 
Forest in a manner that preserves its value as important habitat and a vibrant forest that sequesters carbon. 
 
The function of this Forest as a carbon sink may be its highest and best use, in this time when so many other 
forests in North America are increasingly susceptible to catastrophic fires, disease, and insect infestations. The 
Forest Service should carefully weigh whether, in this time in history, cutting old growth temperate rainforest is 
a wise or prudent use of the resource. While the Roadless Rule would not immediately result in opening old 
growth forests to timber harvesting, it makes that a possibility; now it is not. That is a marked change and one 
that should not be made without considering the grave need for more intensified timber management in other 
forests, and the lack of a need for intensified harvest in the Tongass. The circumstances of other forest stands 
in the US should be considered before taking a measure that will allow for increased harvests of old growth 
stands in the Tongass. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
J. Timothy Moore 
 
Juneau, Alaska 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tobias 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5195 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
My name is Tobias Moore and I live in Salem Oregon. Please continue to protect the Tongass National Forest 
in its current state. I plan to visit it one day soon but if it is developed an exploited for its natural resources it will 
be ruined for all time and future generations will be robbed of it as well. Please be mindful that unto ourselves 
alone are we born. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tobias Moore 
 
Salem, OR 97301 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Trois 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Trois Moore and I live in Goffstown, New Hampshire. 
 
 
Please support the Clean Air Act and not allow major polluters to ignore their pollution controls. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Trois Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Victoria Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wade 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Will 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Will Moore and I live in Monroe, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Will Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest.  I walked the forests and mountains of Vietnam with ten days of rations - 
and 20 lbs. of munitions I no longer need as a civilian -in 1970 and Im still able to do so.  I can use a compass 
and a map to travel and need no road.  Id be sure to include a sweater in my pack for the Tongass National 
Forest.  I consider the current Administrations plan to be another attack on Indigenous rights.  Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Moore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Moore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. I walked the forests and mountains of Vietnam with ten days of rations - 
and 20 lbs. of munitions I no longer need as a civilian -in 1970 and Im still able to do so. I can use a compass 
and a map to travel and need no road. Id be sure to include a sweater in my pack for the Tongass National 
Forest. I consider the current Administrations plan to be another attack on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, William Moore 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Moore FNP 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marrin 
Last name: Moore Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4946 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
I Fish 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RR M TP S RRS 2 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willow 
Last name: Moore-Olbrych 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
Hundreds of Alaskans have worked over the past several decades to develop and update management 
strategies for the Tongass National Forest. I urge you to support the careful work and expertise that this diverse 
group has brought to the table by supporting Alternative 1, which will retain protections for Alaska's roadless 
forest. 
 
Southeast Alaska is not only our home, but it is home to the largest temperate rainforest in the world, 16.9 
million acres that host 14,000 miles of anadromous salmon habitat, 12,000 square miles of estuarine habitat, 
20,000 lakes and 40,000 miles of river-- all of it essential to the support of our local and regional economies, of 
which commercial fishing plays a significant role. 
 
I work for two commercial fishing organizations, Alaska Longline FIshermen's Association and Alaska 
Sustainable Fisheries Trust. Our family depends on healthy fisheries for commercial, sport and subsistence 
use. Commercial fishing is a major component of the economic backbone of Southeast Alaska. There are troll 
permit holders living in every single community in Southeast Alaska. 80% of all the Southeast salmon permit 
holders - trollers, seiners, and gillnetters - are Alaskan residents. These fishermen are small business owners 
that support their local communities year-round. One in ten jobs in Southeast is in the seafood industry, and 
these jobs contribute 10% of all regional employment earnings. According to a McDowell report on the 
Economic Value of the Alaskan Seafood Industry (2017), these percentages equate to direct employment of 
13,500 individuals and an estimated $321 million in labor income in the Southeast region alone. 
 
The Forest Service now plans to remove nearly two-thirds of a billion board feet of timber from old-growth and 
recovering, immature second-growth forests over the next fifteen years and add 122 miles of new road 
construction in fish habitat. In southeast Alaska, watersheds damaged by intensive logging and road 
construction take over a century to recover. Logging recovering forests will permanently degrade aquatic 
habitat. The new logging will increase sedimentation, reduce summer stream flows, and add 436 stream 
crossings to the 477 barrier culverts on the island that block nearly 100 miles of spawning habitat. 
 
 
 
The commercial fishing industry in southeast Alaska relies on intact salmon habitat in the Tongass National 
Forest, which produces an additional 80% of the salmon caught in southeast Alaska each year. Areas of 
particular concern for fishermen include priority watersheds and salmon spawning grounds. Bays and estuaries 
also provide essential rearing areas for sablefish, halibut, rockfish and forage fish essential to ecosystem health 
and the economic well-being of coastal fishermen and their communities. 
 
The impacts of losing additional spawning and rearing habitat in southeast Alaska aquatic ecosystems are 
substantial given current population vulnerabilities. Further declines in salmon productivity may result in 
prolonged periods of fishery closures, risking the viability of hundreds of Alaska resident-owned small fishing 
businesses, southeast Alaska salmon processors, and the communities and support businesses that rely on 
the fishing economy. For more information, the Alaska Sustainable Fisheries Trust's SeaBank Annual Report 
captures the economic value of the Tongass goods and services. 
 
Please consider supporting Alternative 1, which will retain protections for Alaska's roadless forest. Protecting 
the natural capital of the Tongass National Forest is an economic imperative. Timber harvest is both a short 
and long-term loss for the ecosystem and the Southeast economy. Since 1982, timber harvest on the Tongass 
has cost U.S. taxpayers $1.5 billion in subsidies. 
 
The Roadless Rule is necessary if the Tongass is to keep producing seafood, especially salmon, for local 
economies, Alaska families and our communities. 



 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs. Willow Moore-Olbrych 
 
Sitka, AK 99835-7640 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Moorehead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Moorehead and I live in Galena, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Moorehead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregg 
Last name: Moorman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Moorman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Moorman and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Moorman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Moosbruker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane Moosbruker and I live in Acton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
The planet is burning and we are cutting the forests!  Are we crazy? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jane Moosbruker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerry 
Last name: Moose 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kerry Moose and I live in Takoma Park, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kerry Moose 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Moosios 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Moot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Moot and I live in Wooster, Ohio. 
 
 
Money and profits for huge companies cannot come ahead of our national treasures. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Moot 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Moot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathryn Moot 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Moot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathryn Moot 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Moppin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Moppin and I live in Lemoyne, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Moppin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mon 
Last name: Mor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mon Mor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mora 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Mora and I live in Kapaa, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Mora 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Mora 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Mora and I live in Whittier, North Carolina. 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest should remain protected by the Roadless Rule and maintain a natural wilderness. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Mora 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherri 
Last name: mora 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherri mora and I live in Paia, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sherri mora 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Morado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Morado and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolyn Morado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Moraghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Moraghan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brandy 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Quit destroying our environment for short-term profits. This is a protected national resource/treasure that will be 
destroyed if the exemption is allowed. I vehemently oppose this greedy land grab. Do not destroy this land, do 
not destroy our future. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cristian 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cristian Morales and I live in Greeley, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cristian Morales 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Emily Morales 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emily Morales and I live in Moreno Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emily Morales 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karyn 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karyn Morales and I live in St. Cloud, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karyn Morales 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Morales and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Morales 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mario 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mario Morales and I live in The Bronx, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mario Morales 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ramon 
Last name: Morales 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ramon Morales 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexia 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexia Moran and I live in Missoula, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alexia Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Moran and I live in Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christopher Moran and I live in Burlington, VT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I live in Vermont where we take stewardship of the environment very seriously. My sister and nieces live in 
Sitka and I have visited many times and have come to learn and appreciate the people and how important the 
natural resources are to their existence. Protecting the Tongass National Forest protects people, their culture, 
and their livelihood while simultaneously protecting local wildlife and indeed the whole world to some degree 
through carbon storage. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Moran &amp; I live in Buda, Texas. I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to 
roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule 
was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, 
including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other 
choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers 
across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dan Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emily Moran and I live in Merced, California. 
 
 
CA has some of the worst air quality in the nation; please help fix it! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emily Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Emma Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frankie 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frankie Moran and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frankie Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Irene 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Irene Moran and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Irene Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Moran and I live in Glendale, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Moran and I live in San Bernardino, California. 
 
The old-growth trees in Tongass National Forest are a timeless asset of Americans. A profit from their 
destruction would last but a moment. The Forest can't be replaced. 
 
I strongly oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Janet Moran 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Johana 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Johana Moran and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Johana Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Johana 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Johana Moran and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Johana Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:45:32 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Judy Moran 
Panama City, FL 32404 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Moran and I live in Downers Grove, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maggie Moran and I live in Burlington, VT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care about the communities that the Tongass National Forest serves. I care about the environment and the 
Tongasss ability to remove carbon from the atmosphere. I believe in preserving untouched land so we can 
continue to see the world in its original beauty. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon 
stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcel 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass Forest is a national treasure.  
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from this administration on Indigenous 
rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on 
the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we 
simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the WORLD, and its value 
in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marcel Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment: Draft Alaska-Specific Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Forest Service, 
 
Thank you for allowing me to comment on the DEIS recommending an exemption to the Roadless Rule for 
Alaska's Tongass National Forest. I urge you to reject the preferred alternative and to choose the No-Action 
Alternative in the draft EIS. 
 
As you know, the Tongass is a huge, largely intact forest. It reportedly stores more carbon than any other forest 
in our nation. Climate change is underway, now, and this will speed it up. This means decreases in biodiversity 
and organism populations worldwide, and human suffering, especially for indigenous and less economically 
rich populations. 
 
The forest is home to a dazzling intact ecosystem. We know roads and timber harvesting would negatively 
impact brown bears, moose and salmon, and undoubtedly would negatively impact scores of other less-studied 
or less charismatic organisms, and the functioning of the ecosystem. 
 
Roads, logging and mining always alter wild areas for a long time. In the current world of a changing climate, 
these impacts are most likely completely irreversible. Humans of all sorts follow roads, and alter both 
ecosystem balances and human culture. Invasive plants follow disturbance and negatively alter systems, 
decreasing biodiversity and changing fire regimes. Acid mine drainage and other mining impacts continue 
unabated from 19th century mining in Colorado, California, and elsewhere. Almost all of the forests of the 
mainland United States remain severely altered from the timber-cutting of the early European settlement of the 
nation, even without the extra stressor of climate change during the intervening couple or few centuries. This 
history demands that we pay attention, and leave the Tongass National Forest intact, without roads. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mary Moran 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5749 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
I *support* [text underlined for emphasis] the roadless rule in the Tongass national forest. Leave as is - 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Moran and I live in Kihei, Hawaii. 
 
Let us do what is best for Maui Island, our county, our state and the entire country. Times &amp;amp; 
conditions have changed. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mike Moran 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Moran 
Organization: home 
Title:  
Comments: 
This is the worst idea among the many that Donald Trump has come up with! With global warming at the top of 
the list of immediate environmental concerns, cutting down any of these trees would be a disaster and a 
travesty! By putting greed above the environment, our world has come to the brink of environmental disaster of 
a global temperature rise that will devastate the world as we know it. I cannot support this greedy policy of 
deforestation and I demand that USDA reject this move! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan moran and I live in Saint David, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Moran and I live in Sarasota, Florida. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is Americas Climate Forest retaining vast stores of carbon in its old-growth trees, 
fighting climate change. We must save it! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan Moran 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan moran and I live in Saint David, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Viniita 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Viniita Moran and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
It is vitally important to protect our national forests and wildlife, and keep them protected and in public hands. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins. We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 



analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Moran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendy Moran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Morance 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Morance 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kellyann 
Last name: morander 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kellyann morander and I live in Brooksville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kellyann morander 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 8:50:40 AM 
First name: Max 
Last name: Morange 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Max Morange and I live in Bellingham, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I first had the opportunity to see the Tongass National Forest in 2017 while travelling along the inside passage 
from Skagway, AK to my home in Bellingham, WA. This three-month human-powered trip left me with an 
impression of what has already been stripped from SE Alaska but even more the importance of preserving 
what is still there. The forests I was lucky to experience should not be the privilege only of my and past 
generations.  They should be left wild and roadless, a rare example of a least partially intact ecosystems that 
will benefit all life on earth for generations to come. Innumerable, non-extractive opportunities exist for the 
National Forest Service to engage with the Tongass. Please don't remove this potential by opening the forest to 
extraction.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, 
mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important 
to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas 
retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pam 
Last name: Morarre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pam Morarre and I live in Simi Valley, California. 
 
 
Tongass helps fight the climate crisis 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pam Morarre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Morarre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Moraski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Moraski and I live in Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Moraski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Morbitzer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC351 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am distressed to hear the proposal to increase logging in the Tongass National Forest. Please protect this 
important temperate rainforest, the old-growth trees that remain, and the wildlife that depend on them. 
 
Cordially, 
 
Paul Morbitzer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: more 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris more and I live in East Bangor, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chris more 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: more 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary more and I live in Flourtown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary more 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: More 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I recommend alternative number 1, no change in the roadless acres. The reasons to leave this area of land as 
pristine as possible are: 
 
1. It is the best way to maintain the productive salmon fisheries in this region. 
 
2. Any development of this area would produce carbon dioxide emissions, and preserving it will help to absorb 
carbon dioxide. Global warming from CO2 emissions is the single largest threat to our civilization, and lowering 
emissions is much more valuable than the lumber that could be harvested from this forest. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Robert More 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doris 
Last name: Moreau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Doris Moreau and I live in Rochester, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Doris Moreau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jackie 
Last name: Moreau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jackie Moreau and I live in Portland, Maine. 
 
We need to preserve this pristine land. Let's decrease our use of so much of the natural world. We need trees 
to be our lungs. Forests provide habitat for much wild life. Conserve please! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jackie Moreau 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Moreau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Moreau and I live in San Leandro, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Moreau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Moreau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Moreau and I live in San Leandro, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Moreau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Morefield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cindy Morefield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amie 
Last name: Moreland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Without the Tongass I would not have a job. It's one of the last places of true wilderness- we need to keep it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Moreland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Raymond Moreland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carmen C 
Last name: Morell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Listen to science please.Save the planet 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Morell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendy Morell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Morell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendy Morell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CAMEJO 
Last name: MORELLA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CAMEJO MORELLA and I live in Miami, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CAMEJO MORELLA 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Morelli 
Organization: Seafood Producers Cooperative 
Title:  
Comments: 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot the formatting, graphics, or 
tables from the attached original. 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue, Secretary                Ms. Vicki Christiansen, Chief 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture                                 U.S. Forest Service 
 
1400 Independence Ave., SW                                    1400 Independence Ave., SW 
 
Washington, DC 20250                                                Washington, DC 20250 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christiansen:  
This is SPC's revised testimony as of 12/17/19. 
 
As representatives of Seafood Producers Co-Operative, we would like to address the proposed exemption of 
the Tongass Roadless Rule and its potential effects on our members. We are the largest and longest operating 
member-owned seafood cooperative in Alaska, with 539 active members, and a processing plant in Sitka, 
Alaska employing over 100 workers and staff at peak salmon production. We are an organization made up of 
commercial fishing family operations, many of which are generational, including trollers, gillnetters, seiners and 
longliners. All are dependent on salmon fisheries to sustain their livelihoods. Salmon is our lifeblood. The future 
of our Co-op, our membership, and our ability to feed our families and the American consumer, all depend 
upon the salmon population's continued existence. As healthy, intact watersheds are crucial to the continued 
productivity of salmon fisheries, we support and urge you to adopt the No Action alternative. This is the only 
alternative presented which meaningfully protects the salmon spawning habitat that commercial fishermen and 
the regional SE AK economy rely upon. 
 
Alaskan salmon populations are an amazing example of nature[rsquo]s ability to provide one of the most 
natural, bountiful, sustainable, healthy and delicious resources on the planet, given the chance to reproduce in 
the clean and undisturbed spawning grounds of the Tongass Forest. We all need to recognize the importance 
of that resource and act on its protection and sustainability for future generations. 
 
Opening up the Tongass to a full exemption alternative would harm one of Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s most 
important economic drivers - the commercial fishing industry. The commercial seafood harvesting and 
processing industry is one of the region[rsquo]s two largest private sector economies, with the other being 
comprised of the visitor industry. One in ten jobs in the region is in the seafood industry, and the industry is 
responsible for contributing 10% of all regional employment earnings. This means jobs for 13,500 individuals 
and $321 million in labor income in our region alone, according to a 2013 McDowell 
 
 
 
report on the Economic Value of the Alaskan Seafood Industry1. Furthermore, according to the Alaska 
Sustainable Fisheries Trust[rsquo]s 2019 Seabank Report, economists estimate the total impact of Southeast 
Alaska[rsquo]s commercial fishing and processing jobs to be in excess of $700 million annually2. In a region of 
about 70,000 people and limited economic opportunities, these economic contributions are extremely 
significant - and they are extremely threatened by an administration that prioritizes clearcuts over stream 
restoration. A full-scale exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule stands to sacrifice the vast economic 
contributions of the commercial fishing industry and the viability of thousands of small businesses like ours for 
the short-term gain of a handful of timber jobs. This trade-off does not make fiscal sense. 
 
We at SPC would ask that you please consider the potential for the disastrous effects on the salmon resource 
the proposed exemption of the 2001 Roadless Rule may have on this resource. We ask you to please protect 



our livelihoods and Alaska[rsquo]s salmon spawning grounds by choosing an alternative that protects the 
salmon habitat, continues the phase-out of industrial scale old growth clear-cutting, and prioritizes the 
restoration of degraded watersheds and streams. This is vital, not only to our company and its membership but 
to all Alaskans, US, and worldwide consumers who would like the choice of healthy and sustainable wild 
salmon on their plates. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Norman Pillen                   Chairman 
 
Lance Preston                   Secretary 
 
Joe Morelli                         CEO & President 
 
Seafood Producers Cooperative 
 
507 Katlian Ave 
 
Sitka AK 99835 
 
 
 
1https://www.mcdowellgroup.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/ak-seadfood-impacts-sep2017-final-digital- 
 
copy.pdf 
 
2 http://www.thealaskatrust.org/seabank-annual-report-web 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot the formatting, graphics, or 
tables from the attached original. 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue, Secretary                Ms. Vicki Christiansen, Chief 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture                                 U.S. Forest Service 
 
1400 Independence Ave., SW                                    1400 Independence Ave., SW 
 
Washington, DC 20250                                                Washington, DC 20250 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christiansen:  
This is SPC's revised testimony as of 12/17/19. 
 
As representatives of Seafood Producers Co-Operative, we would like to address the proposed exemption of 
the Tongass Roadless Rule and its potential effects on our members. We are the largest and longest operating 
member-owned seafood cooperative in Alaska, with 539 active members, and a processing plant in Sitka, 
Alaska employing over 100 workers and staff at peak salmon production. We are an organization made up of 
commercial fishing family operations, many of which are generational, including trollers, gillnetters, seiners and 
longliners. All are dependent on salmon fisheries to sustain their livelihoods. Salmon is our lifeblood. The future 
of our Co-op, our membership, and our ability to feed our families and the American consumer, all depend 
upon the salmon population's continued existence. As healthy, intact watersheds are crucial to the continued 
productivity of salmon fisheries, we support and urge you to adopt the No Action alternative. This is the only 
alternative presented which meaningfully protects the salmon spawning habitat that commercial fishermen and 
the regional SE AK economy rely upon. 



 
Alaskan salmon populations are an amazing example of nature[rsquo]s ability to provide one of the most 
natural, bountiful, sustainable, healthy and delicious resources on the planet, given the chance to reproduce in 
the clean and undisturbed spawning grounds of the Tongass Forest. We all need to recognize the importance 
of that resource and act on its protection and sustainability for future generations. 
 
Opening up the Tongass to a full exemption alternative would harm one of Southeast Alaska[rsquo]s most 
important economic drivers - the commercial fishing industry. The commercial seafood harvesting and 
processing industry is one of the region[rsquo]s two largest private sector economies, with the other being 
comprised of the visitor industry. One in ten jobs in the region is in the seafood industry, and the industry is 
responsible for contributing 10% of all regional employment earnings. This means jobs for 13,500 individuals 
and $321 million in labor income in our region alone, according to a 2013 McDowell 
 
 
 
report on the Economic Value of the Alaskan Seafood Industry1. Furthermore, according to the Alaska 
Sustainable Fisheries Trust[rsquo]s 2019 Seabank Report, economists estimate the total impact of Southeast 
Alaska[rsquo]s commercial fishing and processing jobs to be in excess of $700 million annually2. In a region of 
about 70,000 people and limited economic opportunities, these economic contributions are extremely 
significant - and they are extremely threatened by an administration that prioritizes clearcuts over stream 
restoration. A full-scale exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule stands to sacrifice the vast economic 
contributions of the commercial fishing industry and the viability of thousands of small businesses like ours for 
the short-term gain of a handful of timber jobs. This trade-off does not make fiscal sense. 
 
We at SPC would ask that you please consider the potential for the disastrous effects on the salmon resource 
the proposed exemption of the 2001 Roadless Rule may have on this resource. We ask you to please protect 
our livelihoods and Alaska[rsquo]s salmon spawning grounds by choosing an alternative that protects the 
salmon habitat, continues the phase-out of industrial scale old growth clear-cutting, and prioritizes the 
restoration of degraded watersheds and streams. This is vital, not only to our company and its membership but 
to all Alaskans, US, and worldwide consumers who would like the choice of healthy and sustainable wild 
salmon on their plates. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Norman Pillen                   Chairman 
 
Lance Preston                   Secretary 
 
Joe Morelli                         CEO & President 
 
Seafood Producers Cooperative 
 
507 Katlian Ave 
 
Sitka AK 99835 
 
 
 
1https://www.mcdowellgroup.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/ak-seadfood-impacts-sep2017-final-digital- 
 
copy.pdf 
 
2 http://www.thealaskatrust.org/seabank-annual-report-web 
 
[Position] 
 



 

December 17, 2019 

 

 

The Honorable Sonny Perdue, Secretary  Ms. Vicki Christiansen, Chief  

U.S. Department of Agriculture    U.S. Forest Service 

1400 Independence Ave., SW     1400 Independence Ave., SW   

Washington, DC 20250     Washington, DC 20250 

 

Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christiansen: 

This is SPC's revised testimony as of 12/17/19. 

As representatives of Seafood Producers Co-Operative, we would like to address the proposed 

exemption of the Tongass Roadless Rule and its potential effects on our members. We are the largest 

and longest operating member-owned seafood cooperative in Alaska, with 539 active members, and a 

processing plant in Sitka, Alaska employing over 100 workers and staff at peak salmon production. We 

are an organization made up of commercial fishing family operations, many of which are generational, 

including trollers, gillnetters, seiners and longliners. All are dependent on salmon fisheries to sustain 

their livelihoods. Salmon is our lifeblood.  The future of our Co-op, our membership, and our ability to 

feed our families and the American consumer, all depend upon the salmon population's continued 

existence. As healthy, intact watersheds are crucial to the continued productivity of salmon fisheries, we 

support and urge you to adopt the No Action alternative. This is the only alternative presented which 

meaningfully protects the salmon spawning habitat that commercial fishermen and the regional SE AK 

economy rely upon.  

Alaskan salmon populations are an amazing example of nature’s ability to provide one of the most 

natural, bountiful, sustainable, healthy and delicious resources on the planet, given the chance to 

reproduce in the clean and undisturbed spawning grounds of the Tongass Forest.  We all need to 

recognize the importance of that resource and act on its protection and sustainability for future 

generations. 

Opening up the Tongass to a full exemption alternative would harm one of Southeast Alaska’s most 

important economic drivers - the commercial fishing industry. The commercial seafood harvesting and 

processing industry is one of the region’s two largest private sector economies, with the other being 

comprised of the visitor industry. One in ten jobs in the region is in the seafood industry, and the 

industry is responsible for contributing 10% of all regional employment earnings. This means jobs for 

13,500 individuals and $321 million in labor income in our region alone, according to a 2013 McDowell 



report on the Economic Value of the Alaskan Seafood Industry1. Furthermore, according to the Alaska 

Sustainable Fisheries Trust’s 2019 Seabank Report, economists estimate the total impact of Southeast   

Alaska’s commercial fishing and processing jobs to be in excess of $700 million annually2. In a region of 

about 70,000 people and limited economic opportunities, these economic contributions are extremely 

significant - and they are extremely threatened by an administration that prioritizes clearcuts over 

stream restoration. A full-scale exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule stands to sacrifice the vast 

economic contributions of the commercial fishing industry and the viability of thousands of small 

businesses like ours for the short-term gain of a handful of timber jobs. This trade-off does not make 

fiscal sense. 

We at SPC would ask that you please consider the potential for the disastrous effects on the salmon 

resource the proposed exemption of the 2001 Roadless Rule may have on this resource.  We ask you to 

please protect our livelihoods and Alaska’s salmon spawning grounds by choosing an alternative that  

protects the salmon habitat, continues the phase-out of industrial scale old growth clear-cutting, and 

prioritizes the restoration of degraded watersheds and streams. This is vital, not only to our company 

and its membership but to all Alaskans, US, and worldwide consumers who would like the choice of 

healthy and sustainable wild salmon on their plates.  

Thank you for your consideration.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Norman Pillen  Chairman 

Lance Preston  Secretary 

Joe Morelli  CEO & President 

 

Seafood Producers Cooperative 

507 Katlian Ave 

Sitka AK 99835 

 

 

 

 

 

 
1https://www.mcdowellgroup.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/ak-seadfood-impacts-sep2017-final-digital-

copy.pdf 
2 http://www.thealaskatrust.org/seabank-annual-report-web 

https://www.mcdowellgroup.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/ak-seadfood-impacts-sep2017-final-digital-copy.pdf
https://www.mcdowellgroup.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/ak-seadfood-impacts-sep2017-final-digital-copy.pdf
http://www.thealaskatrust.org/seabank-annual-report-web


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: william 
Last name: morelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is william morelli and I live in Norwalk, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, william morelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dai 
Last name: Morello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dai Morello and I live in White Pine, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dai Morello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyl 
Last name: Morello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phyl Morello and I live in White Pine, Tennessee. 
 
 
STOP THIS CLEAR CUTTING IN THE TONGASS!!!!!  PROTECT THE TONGASS NF!!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phyl Morello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sue 
Last name: Morem 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sue Morem and I live in Plymouth, Minnesota. 
 
 
Roadless means no roads and for a reason. These lands need to be preserved for us all 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sue Morem 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Morency 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claire Morency and I live in Vancouver, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claire Morency 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Moreno and I live in Porterville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrea Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brigid 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brigid Moreno and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brigid Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolina 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolina Moreno and I live in Plano, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolina Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Di 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Di Moreno and I live in Carmel, Indiana. 
 
You cannot destroy those majestic landscape! It is a magical mystical place with such clean air and beauty. If 
you have ever walked among these gorgeous trees and inhaled the crisp clean air you would never want to 
destroy them!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Di Moreno 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Moreno and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
We need all the carbon sequestration we can manage to hold onto, especially with the Amazon burning. Native 
Americans and a diversity of species, including our national bird, need their home protected so they can 
survive. Leave the Tongass roadless to keep development out. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elizabeth Moreno 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: H. 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is H. Moreno and I live in Valley Springs, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, H. Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melani 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melani Moreno and I live in Virginia Beach, Virginia 
 
Those who are voting on this measure, know that the destruction of our national lands is a step toward self 
destruction! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Melani Moreno 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melanie Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Moreno and I live in Yuma, Arizona. 
 
 
The roadless was passed for a reason. Leave it as it is. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ramon 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ramon Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ramon 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ramon Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Trinidad 
Last name: Moreno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Trinidad Moreno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Estela 
Last name: Moreno-Bosketti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Estela Moreno-Bosketti and I live in Spring Valley, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Estela Moreno-Bosketti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Mores 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Mores and I live in Wheaton, Illinois. 
 
 
Alaska is a beautiful place.  Let's keep it that way. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frank Mores 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melinda 
Last name: Moreschi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melinda Moreschi and I live in Belleair, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melinda Moreschi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Osh 
Last name: Morethstorm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Osh Morethstorm and I live in Reno, Nevada. 
 
 
The wilderness is the only thing I can look to for reprieve. Its health means its existence. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Osh Morethstorm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vicente 
Last name: Moretti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vicente Moretti and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vicente Moretti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Moretz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kat 
Last name: Morey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kat Morey and I live in Shelton, Connecticut. 
 
Climate change is the big challenge we face and weakening clean air protections so the fossil fuel corporations 
can make even bigger profits is insane. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kat Morey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorilie 
Last name: Morey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorilie Morey and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorilie Morey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Moreyra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa Moreyra and I live in St. Augustine, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa Moreyra 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jude 
Last name: Morford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jude Morford and I live in Tacoma, Washington. 
 
We will stop the destruction of the Trump Adm on every level humanly possible, as they have no respect or 
honor for our country. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jude Morford 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Morford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Morford and I live in Bayfield, Colorado. 
 
 
They need are help. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Morford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511 
 
Dear Secretary: 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Andrew Morgan 
 
[position] 
[position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bambi 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bambi Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Morgan and I live in [@advCity], Tennessee. 
 
There is no good reason to allow any logging in the the Tongass National Forest and should have never even 
considered. We need it to help work against climate change something that WE THE PEOPLE BELIEVE IS 
HAPPENING even if the President does not believe it. Protect the forest and climate by declaring NO 
LOGGING IN THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Morgan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cindy 
Last name: morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cindy morgan and I live in Alto, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cindy morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dan Morgan and I live in Rosamond, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dan Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
The Obama administration had the right idea: It drafted a plan that would move what logging persisted in the 
Tongass from old-growth to new-growth stands, a far more ecologically sound enterprise. Rather than tearing 
up that plan, the Trump administration should try to make it work. 
 
Regards, David Morgan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: david 
Last name: morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, david morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Morgan and I live in Longview, Washington. 
 
 
Protection for Tongass National Forest is vital!  Greed will be the downfall of this nation. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Morgan and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: dot 
Last name: morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is dot morgan and I live in New York City 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, dot morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6391 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
I am sure you have received a lot of scientific data both supporting and opposing the Roadless Rule in Alaska. I 
think that everyone can find data to support their opinion regardless of what it is. 
 
Here are my thoughts on the Roadless Rule in Alaska. I support Alternative 1. 
 
-Many people want to bring back the glory days of logging, but repealing the rule won't bring back the timber 
industry. 
 
-Sonny Perdue already picked the preferred alternative s the process is a moot point. He hasn't even 
considered the comments are still forthcoming. 
 
-Mr. Perdue is a pawn for President Trump, who doesn't know anything about natural resources management. 
Just because Trump supports alternative #6 doesn't make it right. In fact, it probably makes it wrong. 
 
-Why is Governor Dunleavy involved in the conservation? These are federal lands that the state has no 
jurisdiction over. 
 
-I have not heard anyone discuss alternatives #2-5. There are probably some good compromises in these 
alternatives, but we are all polarized. 
 
Therefore, I support Alternative 1. 
 
[Signature] 
 
Ed Morgan 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Morgan and I live in La Grange, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellen Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emma Morgan and I live in Greenfield, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emma Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Morgan and I live in Hampton, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jef 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5767 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 6:51:52 PM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jonathan Morgan and I live in Orlando, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I, like many of my friends, work in Alaska. The tongass has become very close to my heart and I would hate to 
see it damaged for the profits of those who don't care about natural ecosystems. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joyce Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Morgan and I live in Woodbine, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julia 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julia Morgan and I live in Ithaca, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julia Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Morgan and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kara 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kara Morgan and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kara Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katie 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katie Morgan and I live in Tumbling Shoals, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katie Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kendra 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kendra Morgan and I live in Bellingham, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kendra Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3207 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Kyle Morgan  
Portland, OR 97229 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3207 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kyle Morgan 
 
Portland, OR 97229 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lesley 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lesley Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Morgan and I live in San Pablo, California. 
We all need to breathe. Even if you dont care about the acceleration of global warming caused by methane, 
breathing it isnt healthy. 
I am writing to express my strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or anywhere else. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
for this rule and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Morgan and I live in Los Lunas, New Mexico. 
 
 
Leave this critical habitat alone. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Liz 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lotus 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lotus Morgan and I live in Cottage Grove, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lotus Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary Anne 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose the proposd exemption to the Raodless Rule application to the Tongass National Forest 
(TNF).  As the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, and at a time when we are threatened by global 
warming and the extinction of many species this is the last forest that should be made exempt from the Rule. 
The proposed exemption to the Roadless Rule would subsidize the lumber industry at the expense of the 
fisheries and tourism industries in Southeast Alaska. This is unjust and a money losing proposition. The tourism 
industry has been growing rapidly and is by far the most important industry in Southeast Alaska. It is flourishing 
because of the majestic fiords, mountains, glaciers, islands, tall trees and abundant wildlife that make up the 
Tongass. 
A substantial majority of people in both national and local polls support keeping the Roadless Rule in the 
Tongass as do local indigenous groups. Granting exemption to the Roadless Rule for the Tongass would open 
the door for other western states to seek exemptions.The Forest Service should be researching ways to 
reimburse Alaska for protecting its forests through carbon credits not supporting more logging in old growth 
forests and wild roadless areas. 
The Forest Service needs to choose Alternative 1 from its DEIS since this would keep the Roadless Rule fully 
intact in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Meredith 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Meredith Morgan and I live in Fairlawn, Ohio. 
 
The Tongass is an irreplaceable and incredible place. It is a living and vital ecosystem. We need to save this 
rare and important temperate rainforest for future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Meredith Morgan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: michael 
Last name: morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is michael morgan and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, michael morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: michael 
Last name: morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is michael morgan and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, michael morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Morgan and I live in Fort Collins, Colorado. 
 
Protect the remaining salmon runs, Native culture and old growth forests - please don't destroy one of our last 
remaining old growth forests to the benefit only of timber companies 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Morgan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nj 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Today I write as not only a long-time visitor to national forests and parks, but also as a concerned voter/citizen 
and grandparent. 
 
The avenue you should take is clear: select the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections 
for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Nj Morgan 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Olivia 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative One - Do Not Deforest 
 
Hi, 
 
 
 
I am writing to inform you that I choose Alternative One. It is imperative that we reduce the amount of logging 
and deforestation happening to curb climate change. These ancient trees are key stakeholders in carbon 
storage, and without them we would greatly impact the reduction of carbon emission within that area but also 
the world globally - it is not just one tree, one park, or one country that matters; we must all fight together to 
defeat climate change and leaving the forest is the first step. 
 
 
 
Worldpay 
 
 
 
Liv Morgan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not change the rules regarding roads and tree harvest because the only reason to do so is to support the 
lumber industry, which is just a flash in the pan economic contributor who does far more harm than good to any 
region they work in. Making such a change is antithetical to American values, and would destroy the resource 
that these lands offer to all Americans. Americans take great pride in knowing that our conservation efforts are 
admired by many around the world. This sense of pride that is not limited to one party or the other. All 
Americans know that they can share in the beauty of our national parks and preserves by using the established 
recreation and/or visiting areas. They know that these places exist in trust to and for future generations. 
Americans also know the value of our continent in a pristine state. No one wants to travel through a clear cut 
wasteland to see an acre of what used to be over 6 million of national forest. More importantly, no one wants 
such a denuded version of this place to exist.Above and beyond beauty, the ecosystems of such places 
provide benefits which stretch far beyond the immediate locale. Many of our rivers begin as headwaters in 
national forests and parks. The rocks and soil in the stream bed serve as the first filtration system for much of 
our drinking water. The trees act as the lungs of our planet. Surely you must know everyone wants clean air to 
breathe and clean water to drink. The existing rules regarding roads and trees harvesting are just sufficient to 
keep the promise of our national parks system ro preserve the lands for our children. Do not change them in 
favor of the lumber or any other industry. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paula Morgan and I live in Winter Springs, Florida. 
 
The Tongass is a rainforest. It is America's jewel. To rape this forest is not even a consideration. Industry has 
taken from America, has given nothing back and now wants to kill all living things. NO, a thousand times NO! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Paula Morgan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paula Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peg 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a former Alaska resident, I am very concerned about any rollbacks of imperative protection of the Tongass 
National Forest. This forest sequesters a significant amount of carbon from the air and helps reduce the large 
amounts of carbon released by our human practices. The Tongass National Forest is a crucial part of the 
Alaskan ecosystem, the ecological damages from razing trees and building roads, will be devastating, this 
forest feeds many of the Alaskan ecosystems on top of producing oxygen. Logging 1000 year old trees is a 
major threat to the well being of the United States of America. 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass needs this rule, Alaska needs this rule, the fragile and unique ecosystem that thrives within this forest 
needs this rule. If we let roads be built and trees cut we loose that sense of purpose to conserve and protect. Is 
Alaska loosing its mark as gods country and the last frontier? Has the damage done to Joshua Tree National 
Park during this government shut down not only show us how much we don't deserve this type access to such 
a beautiful place? There are far too many examples of the destructive nature of humans that i would rather not 
see Tongass become another on the list thank you very much! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers, our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, and a resident 
of SE Alaska, I spend almost day in or near the Tongass. Thus I am very concerned with the proposed 
rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023.  I am writing these comments to 
strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, including the 
wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. These public lands and waters 
are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, helping drive an $887 billion 
economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sara Morgan and I live in Montezuma, Indiana. 
 
I have traveled to this part of Alaska. To open this forest to clear cut harvesting would be a travestyfor the 
animals, birds, and humans who live in the area. Also for the whole earth. Can corporate entities make fresh 
oxygen, prevent erosion, and make new homes for animals? All for money? For some people there is no such 
thing as enough money. Please stop them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sara Morgan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephanie Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyson 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tyson Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Morgan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendy Morgan and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wendy Morgan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Guy 
Last name: Morganstein 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Guy Morganstein and I live in Asheville, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Guy Morganstein 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Morgen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Henry Morgen and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
Help encourage truck owners and operators look at the big picture and the long range benefits of using more 
efficient and electric powered trucks. Lower maintenance costs of the life of the truck is only one example of 
this point. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Henry Morgen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffery 
Last name: Morgenthaler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeffery Morgenthaler and I live in Lowell, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeffery Morgenthaler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mori 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Mori and I live in Rolla, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Mori 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lidia 
Last name: Mori 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lidia Mori and I live in Olympia, Washington. 
 
 
Please choose the No Action alternative! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lidia Mori 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Mori 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Mori and I live in [@advCity], [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Mori 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Moriarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Moriarty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theodora 
Last name: Moriarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Theodora Moriarty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theodora 
Last name: Moriarty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Theodora Moriarty and I live in Spring Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Theodora Moriarty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Morics 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tracy Morics 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Morin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carla Morin and I live in Peoria, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carla Morin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Morin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Morin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Morin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Morin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Morin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Morin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Morin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Morin and I live in Waterville, Maine. 
 
 
Save the Special blessing of the Tongas!! Stop the greed!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frank Morin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: [Illegible] 
Last name: Morin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5471 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Illegible] Morin 
 
Petersburg, AK 99833 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
TP1 RRN RRS 2 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Morin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave as Wilderness....period! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cyndi 
Last name: Moring 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I respectfully insist that the fed government does NOT resume logging in the Tongass National Forest. This will 
eliminate the forest. Leave it alone and let nature handle dead trees, etc. NO LOGGING at all! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:29:53 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Moring 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Denise Moring 
Jacksonville, FL 32257 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Morioka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Arthur 
Last name: Morissette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I feel strongly that the Tongass National Forest should be kept in it's current pristine state. The opening of the 
forest for "controlled" logging would only be the first step in devastating our only magnificent natural resource. I 
see this as an effort by Alaskan politicians to enhance the state's economy since the oil boom has fizzled. Once 
"controlled" logging is permitted, it will only be a matter of time before more areas will be targeted. Any 
devastation of this forest resource will have a major impact on Alaska's fisheries, a major economic and 
"spiritual" attraction for most visitors to Alaska. Please do not let this magnificent resource be sacrificed for 
what will undoubtedly be a relatively short-term economic fix. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Moritz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrew Moritz and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrew Moritz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deanna 
Last name: Moritz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Federal Agencies have an obligation to protect Federal Resources for the benefit of all. I do not support 
building roads or harvesting these magnificent trees. In a time when we should be using every tool in the 
arsenal to moderate climate change, this is a preposterous suggestion. Your moral responsiblity is to protect 
humanity as a whole, not individual monetary interests. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karl 
Last name: Moritz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karl Moritz and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karl Moritz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mindy 
Last name: Morizumi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mindy Morizumi and I live in Lahaina, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mindy Morizumi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jamison 
Last name: Mork 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamison Mork and I live in Pelican, AK. I have lived in Southeast Alaska for my entire life, which is 
42 years. I depend on the forest primarily for hunting and foraging. Abstractly, I have found the forest puts my 
life in to perspective and gives me a sense of peace on Earth. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, 
practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars practicing my 
culture, economic livelihood. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Chichagof 
Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay 
in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses 
and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain 
their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption is a 
temporary solution. Once the trees are logged, the logging company moves onward to the next resource. 
Those of us that call this place home are left with a razed landscape. I am against this.. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should transition to second growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation 
infrastructure devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I thought we lived in a democracy? If 90 percent of residents reject alternatives to the original plan, why ignore 
them? Listen to them. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Mork 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4047 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The living trees in the Tongass are far more valuable to the Alaskan economy, and to the world in terms of 
oxygen generation, than any other use. Please ensure that there is no change to the Roadless Rule that allows 
any change to the current state of the forest. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stuart Mork 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Mork 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3527 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
Hello, I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I 
am concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stuart Mork 
 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Mork 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stuart Mork and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stuart Mork 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Mork 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4047 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The living trees in the Tongass are far more valuable to the Alaskan economy, and to the world in terms of 
oxygen generation, than any other use. Please ensure that there is no change to the Roadless Rule that allows 
any change to the current state of the forest.  
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams.  
 
Sincerely,  
Stuart Mork 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Mork 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3527 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
Hello, I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I 
am concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Stuart Mork 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roger 
Last name: Morken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 9:02:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Morkill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barbara Morkill 
Spokane, WA 99208 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Morkill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Morkill and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
 
Healthy people need clean air 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Morkill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Morley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dennis Morley and I live in Old Bridge Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dennis Morley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julaine 
Last name: Morley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julaine Morley and I live in Yachats, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julaine Morley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: SUSANNAH 
Last name: MORLOCK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No.No.No. Absolutely no new roads should be built. Old growth forests should continue to be protected. The 
science supports it. Do mot do this! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Morningstar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Morningstar and I live in Talent, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry Morningstar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: Morningstar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Samuel Morningstar and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Samuel Morningstar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Moroz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Moroz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Morphis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Morphis and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
 
Save the Tongass for future generations!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Morphis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynell 
Last name: Morr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynell Morr and I live in Waterford, Michigan. 
 
We MUST preserve our precious lands and culture. Do not destroy them for the sake of oil and gas companies 
when we do not need those fuels at the expense of these lands. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lynell Morr 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Morr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Morr and I live in Valparaiso, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rachel Morr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Morra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tim Morra and I live in Laguna Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tim Morra 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Morrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3312 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jason Morrell 
 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Morrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Morrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
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Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Jason Morrell 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Morrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Morrell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: STEVEN 
Last name: MORRELL 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is STEVEN MORRELL and I live in Burlington, Connecticut. 
 
Is there no future for our environment under the Trump administration? Hopefully the Forest Service has more 
integrity and leadership than Trump. Save our forests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, STEVEN MORRELL 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sm 
Last name: Morres 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sm Morres 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Morrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kimberly Morrill and I live in Portland, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kimberly Morrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Morrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kimberly Morrill and I live in Ogden, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kimberly Morrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gerri 
Last name: Morringello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gerri Morringello and I live in Leland, North Carolina. 
 
Stop putting corporate profits above public interest and protect our national forests, our air and our water for 
future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gerri Morringello 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexis 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alexis Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: arvia 
Last name: morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is arvia morris and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, arvia morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have lived in Southeast Alaska all of my life, aside from attending college. Hikta Gandlaay (Hydaburg) is my 
home. I am with the lands, waters and air, here, on my ancestral Haida lands and have a spiritual connection 
with this place, as do my children and grandchildren. My home, is the rainforest that supplies oxygen to the 
planet, to us human beings, to the oceans that feed us, including the teeny tiny creatures to the largest of 
whales . This is not a matter of politics this is the matter of air to breath, waters kept clean to keep all living 
beings thriving and to have healthy streams for our salmon, and lands kept toxic free, a future, of wellness. And 
most importantly is to ensure, to allow, my people's culture and language survival. Let us stay on a path of 
preserving the fragility of our land and waters and air for the coming millennia so our future relatives can 
experience life in all its grandeur. We are the Rain forest. With this I support Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cara 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cara Morris and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cara Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Morris and I live in Ashland, Oregon. 
 
These incredible places of nature have no dollar amount that justifies its destruction - Truthfully life isn't worth 
living without natures beauty - please preserve it for all our future generations to come! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Catherine Morris 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Morris and I live in Vermontville, New York. 
 
Preserving the Tongass Forest is crucial to prevent further acceleration of climate change. The issue is clear: 
Profit vs saving all life on our planet. We cannot buy clean air and water; we cannot buy back natural resources 
that are depleted, we cannot buy back the plants and animals that become extinct; we cannot buy human life. 
The time is now to make the future of all life a top priority, not making money that buys things that are here 
today and gone tomorrow. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cathy Morris 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chrys 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chrys Morris and I live in Wampum, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
We have to stop stealing this country from our children and their children. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chrys Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danny 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darlene 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darlene Morris and I live in Yucca Valley, California. 
 
 
We expect you to do what you know is right and not just expedient. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Darlene Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deirdre 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deirdre Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deirdre 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deirdre Morris and I live in Medford, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Clean Water, Please! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deirdre Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: desda 
Last name: morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, desda morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Morris 
Organization: Ms. 
Title:  
Comments: 
Thank you for your consideration in regards to "Roadless Area Conservation." Clearly, this proposal has 
opened up a variety of opinions in favor and in opposition. I am an old native american woman, who grew up in 
Los Angeles, and but moved to Northern California in the 70's. I moved to get away from the smog and 
increasing rapid population growth. My father also from LA grew up in Topanga Canyon, and spent his life 
devoted to preserving our forests, working for the US Forestry for well over 50 yrs. I am opposed to opening up 
old growth areas by implementation of this policy. Old growth trees provide invaluable, and irreplaceable 
assistance to our modern world. They offer a life support system to our finite populations of wildlife, soil, water, 
air and human life. In this era when we are facing the most devastating prospects of climate change, when 
forests (worldwide) are burning like never before in recent times, and when fragile ecosystems are dying, it is 
irresponsible to monetize the very things which provide our greatest hope for future generations. Please re-
assess your reasons for approaching "conservation" with such destructive methods. Please conserve our "old 
growth" and oldest surviving ecosystems for our children. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eleanor 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eleanor Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eleanor 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eleanor Morris and I live in [@advCity], Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eleanor Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gary Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express my sincere concern regarding the proposed alterations to the Alaksa Roadless Rule. 
Only Alternative 1 preserves the Tongass National Forest, a unique and irreplaceable treasure of Alaska. 
Beyond the obvious implications of the resulting habitat destruction on biodiversity and ecology, the non-
obvious economic impacts of destruction of the Tongass are considerable. However, well-intentioned and 
carefully managed, building roads through the Tongass will disrupt important wildlife migration paths, impact 
nearby areas, and promote continued encroachment into critical natural areas. The maintenance of multiple 
diverse areas of the Tongass as untouched preserve is critical to maintaining Alaska's wildlife, including the 
economically important stock of salmon; it is essential for salmon to have multiple areas available for spawning, 
and salmon rotate through multiple spawning areas. Destruction or contamination of any of these areas could 
have devastating impacts on the salmon population, negatively impacting the $60 million commercial salmon 
fishing. Salmon fishing in the Tongass employs nearly 10% of the jobs in Southeast Alaska. Commercial 
fishing, combined with tourism based on sportfishing and ecotourism combine to form an estimated $986 
million economic impact to Alaska. 
 
 
 
The short-term economic boost from building roads to support mining is not worth the long-term impacts to one 
of Alaska's most unique and essential resources. 
 
 
 
Thank you 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeanne Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kent 
Last name: morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kent morris and I live in Fullerton, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kent morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Morris and I live in Henderson, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori Morris and I live in Gardiner, New York. 
 
 
We must act now to Save the Earth!  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Morris and I live in Mount Prospect, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I live, work, and play in Southeast Alaska. We need good paying, safe, environmentally responsible jobs in 
Southeast Alaska. We want our kids to be able to raise families here as well as anyone else who wants to 
move here to this beautiful place in the world. 
 
 
 
It is very feasible to manage timber harvest and other uses of the Tongass Forest while protecting vast areas 
for recreation, sight seeing, and tourism. We have great environmental laws to protect our beautiful state. 
 
 
 
The existing roadless rule goes way too far. It is very unfair to Americans who want to live, work, and play in 
the Tongass. It unnecessarily prevents responsible development of our resources. 
 
 
 
None of the alternatives effectively correct the problem. They just won't make enough of a difference. WE need 
the Preferred Alternative - Aternative No. 6, a full exemption to be approved. 
 
 
 
Thank you 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michele Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michele Morris and I live in Fort Wayne, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michele Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Morris and I live in Fort Wayne, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Morris and I live in Taylors, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Olivia 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Olivia Morris and I live in Olive Branch, Mississippi. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Olivia Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patty 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patty Morris and I live in Lawrenceville, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patty Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Modification of the roadless rule is just another giveaway to big money corporate interest by an administration 
that owes its donors big. Do the right thing for our embattled environment and the citizens who you represent 
and choose the option to take no action and leave the roadless rules as they are. 
 
Please take no action on the Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Morris 
 
Mount Dora, FL 32757 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peg 
Last name: morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peg morris and I live in West Islip, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peg morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peggy Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Quentin 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Quentin Morris and I live in Natchitoches, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Quentin Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca Morris and I live in Alliance, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rebecca Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Morris and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
The Tongass is a national treasure and must not be opened to additional logging.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roland 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Roland Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roland 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Roland Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Samantha 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Morris and I live in Hayward, California. 
 
 
I strongly oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the 
No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, 
including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Morris and I live in Sevierville, Tennessee. 
 
National monuments such as this and many others do NOT belong to President Trump no matter how much he 
may say so. These NATIONAL TREASURES belong to WE THE PEOPLE and as such MUST remain in their 
tranquil, natural state now and for generations to come. I hope you will STOP any actions that may be contrary 
to this goal. Thank You. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Steven Morris 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Morris and I live in Jacksonville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tara Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave our public forests alone 
 
Tell the logging companies and greedy corporation to take a hike. These are public lands and not to be carved 
up by logging companies, or anyone else trying to make a buck off of our natural resources! Protect our lands 
and our wildlife, and ultimately we the people. 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule instead of the sweeping 
changes the administration is promoting that would completely remove the Tongass National Forest from 
roadless protections. 
 
Thank you, 
 
teresa morris 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tessa 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep the Tongass roadless 
 
Please keep the Tongass roadless 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Trevor 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vonya 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vonya Morris and I live in San Mateo, California. 
 
 
Don't let your legacy be one of destruction. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vonya Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Morris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Morris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aubrey 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6295 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barb 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barb Morrison and I live in Clearwater, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barb Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brenda Morrison and I live in Milwaukie, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brenda Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cathy Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christina Morrison and I live in Burnsville, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christina Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Morrison and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Douglas Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dr. 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5055 
 
Dear Forest Service, 
 
Your press release 90145.290 seeks public opinion converning the exemptions of the old growth areas of the 
Tongass National Forest from .the national rule which was implemented in 2001. This rule was accomplished 
by many people working very hard for the greater good of all our citizens. 
 
Please do not support this exemption of the remaining old growth forest of the Tongas from the roadless rule 
bbut instead support "no action" or Alternative #1.Any other action would be irresponsible and careless for the 
futures of our country. 
 
Thank you for your understanding and for doing the right thing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Narma Morrison, [Address], Tn 37687 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gloria 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gloria Morrison and I live in Pecos, Texas. 
 
 
I want to know what is killing me and my children. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gloria Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gloria 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3380 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gloria Morrison 
 
Pecos, TX 79772 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please see attached. 
 
Is it possible to receive confirmation of submission? 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Jason S. Morrison  
 Juneau, Alaska 99801 
 
To: 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue 
 
Secretary - United States Department of Agriculture 
 
1400 Independence Avenue S.W. 
 
Washington D.C. 20250 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Please adopt Alternative 6 - Total Exemption Alternative - as the Final Rule in the matter of Roadless 
Rulemaking for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Please consider the following: 
 
1. The Tongass National Forest contains approximately 16.9 million acres. 
 
1. Of the total 16.9 million acres, 6.8 million acres have been set aside as Wilderness. 
2. Approximately 0.7 million acres are currently available for road access. 
 
2. A "No Action" Plan will deny access to the remaining acreages of approximately 9.2 million acres. 
 
In a time of global warming concern, many "non-carbon" renewable energy resources will continue to have no 
access. Therefore, the Transportation and Utility System Land Use Designation that was eliminated in the 2016 
Tongass Transition Plan and should be restored. 
 
The U.S. Forest Service's transition plan of 2016 projected that "only" 17,000 acres of "old growth" and 11,000 
acres of young new growth would be harvested in the next 100 years. Thus only "one-one thousandth" of the 
old growth forest would be harvested in the next 100 years and only "three one-thousandths" of all timber 
would be harvested in the next 100 years. 
 
Each new exception set out in Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5 is preceded by the words "if the Responsible 
Official determines that.....a road is needed," which effectively leaves it up to the Forest Service (and other 
officials) to make the determination about whether a road is needed without any criteria for doing so. 
 
In 2003 the USDA stated: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest Plan adequately provides for the ecological 



sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 
 
Adoption of Total Exemption is the only fair and responsible alternative. 
 
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Jason S. Morrison. 
 
[Position] 
 



Jason S. Morrison 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 
 
 
To: 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue 
Secretary – United States Department of Agriculture 
1400 Independence Avenue S.W. 
Washington D.C. 20250 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Please adopt Alternative 6 – Total Exemption Alternative – as the Final Rule in the matter of Roadless Rulemaking 
for the Tongass National Forest. 

Please consider the following: 

1.  The Tongass National Forest contains approximately 16.9 million acres. 
a.  Of the total 16.9 million acres, 6.8 million acres have been set aside as Wilderness. 
b.  Approximately 0.7 million acres are currently available for road access. 

2.  A “No Action” Plan will deny access to the remaining acreages of approximately 9.2 million acres. 

In a time of global warming concern, many “non-carbon” renewable energy resources will continue to have no 
access. Therefore, the Transportation and Utility System Land Use Designation that was eliminated in the 2016 
Tongass Transition Plan and should be restored. 

The U.S. Forest Service’s transition plan of 2016 projected that “only” 17,000 acres of “old growth” and 11,000 acres 
of young new growth would be harvested in the next 100 years.  Thus only “one-one thousandth” of the old growth 
forest would be harvested in the next 100 years and only “three one-thousandths” of all timber would be harvested 
in the next 100 years. 

Each new exception set out in Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5 is preceded by the words “if the Responsible Official 
determines that…..a road is needed,” which effectively leaves it up to the Forest Service (and other officials) to make 
the determination about whether a road is needed without any criteria for doing so.  

In 2003 the USDA stated: 

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest Plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska’s economy is important and the potential adverse 
impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and 
protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 

Adoption of Total Exemption is the only fair and responsible alternative. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Jason S. Morrison. 

 

16 December 2019

mailto:morrisonjsm@gci.net


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jenny 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jenny Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerry 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kerry Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am AGAINST the proposed alterations to the Roadless Rule, which currently helps to protect fish and wildlife 
habitat on federal lands, protects drinking water, and protects recreation and business opportunities, all of 
which are crucial components in Alaska's communities and economy. This proposal has been painted as an 
economic necessity, but this is patently false; the value of the Tongass lies in the fish that inhabit its rivers and 
streams, which comprise 80% of the salmon annually harvested from the region, and in the tourism, both of 
which offer sustainable sources of income for the area. Please choose a long-term plan that protects the 
Tongass and its resources, rather than the short-term plan of logging, which would devastate the fishing and 
tourism industries for an indeterminate length of time, potentially irreversibly. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Morrison and I live in Newton, Massachusetts. 
 
Please retain the protection of the Roadless Rule in Alaska's Tongass National Forest. Don't allow destruction 
of beauty that has taken centuries to create. Old-growth forests are one of our few protections against climate 
change. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. I 
urge you to choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Morrison 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Norma 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am attaching a note concerning the Draft EIS toward declaring all of Alaska exempt from the Roadless Rule. 
Please consider the wishes of a concerned and informed citizen. Thank you, Dr. Norma Morrison 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
Dear Forest Service, 
 
Your press release (0154.29) seeks public opinion concerning the exemption of the old growth areas of the 
Tongass National Forest from .the national rule which was implemented in 2001. This rule was accomplished 
by many people working very hard for the greater good of all our citizens. 
 
Please do not support this exemption of the remaining old growth forest of the Tongas from the roadless rule 
but instead support "no action" or Alternative #1. Any other action would be irresponsible and careless for the 
future of our country. 
 
Thank you for your understanding and for doing the right thing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Norma Morrison, Roan Mountain, Tn 37687 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Dear Forest Service, 

Your press release (0154.29) seeks public opinion concerning the exemption of the old growth areas of 

the Tongass National Forest from .the national rule which was implemented in 2001.  This rule was 

accomplished by many people working very hard for the greater good of all our citizens.   

Please do not support this exemption of the remaining old growth forest of the Tongas from the 

roadless rule but instead support “no action” or Alternative #1.   Any other action would be 

irresponsible and careless for the future of our country. 

Thank you for your understanding and for doing the right thing. 

Sincerely,  

Dr. Norma Morrison, Roan Mountain, Tn 37687    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5398 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I've personally witnessed the destruction of habitat from logging in Washington, Oregon, and California. I 
believe it would be criminal to allow this to happen in the Chugach and/or Tongass National Forests. I want my 
tax dollars allocated to Forest Service expenses to pay for preservation instead of destruction. It would be 
unconscionable to have those funds pay for some corporate entity to profit from destruction of a resource they 
have no right to destroy. The current model of profiting from preservation of the forest (e.g., fishing industries) 
is better for everyone. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Peter Morrison 
 
Castleton on Hudson, NY 12033 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sam 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sam Morrison and I live in Livingston Manor, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sam Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep Trump and his crony"s out of the forest. especially now. Their science is scewed and we"re screwed 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC167 
 
I am very opposed to only additional roads in the Tongass. 
 
Thomas Morrison 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Morrison and I live in Buxton, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tonya 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tonya Morrison and I live in Normandy, Tennessee. 
 
 
do the right thing and protect this treasure! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tonya Morrison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I would like to support Alternative 1 - which takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 
Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
I support Alternative 1 for 2 reasons: 
 
1) Economic. I believe the area should be preserved for use by tourists-- including fishermen. From Wikepedia: 
Tourism in Alaska is the second-largest private sector employer, accounting for one in eight Alaskan jobs, 
nearly 2 million visitors, and $2.42 billion in direct visitor spending including labor income. Decreasing the 
health of such a pristine ecosystem could have a strong negative impact on the long-term tourism dollars for 
AK 
 
 
 
2) Ecological. There are very few pristine wildernesses left in the United States. I feel it is important to protect 
those we still have. Allowing roads into the Tongass National Forest will have lasting impacts on the 
ecosystem. There are some species that will not cross over roads and thus the roads create barriers and 
remove the connectedness of the area. 
 
 
 
Please listen to this comment. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3202 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
William Morrison 
 
Gilmanton, NH 03237 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Morrison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3202 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
William Morrison 
Gilmanton, NH 03237 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Morrissey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Morrissey and I live in New Haven, Connecticut. 
 
Our National Parks and Forests are a sacred trust, to be kept for future generations of ALL Americans; not 
plundered by a few for personal profit. It is NOT "all right" to open Tongass National Forest to commercial 
logging - it is ALL WRONG. Please act to protect and preserve the nation's property. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Morrissey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Morrissey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Morrissey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Morrissey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Morrissey and I live in Reynoldsburg, Ohio. 
 
 
STOP IT! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolyn Morrissey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Morrissey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Morrissey and I live in Appleton, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Morrissey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jackie 
Last name: Morrissey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jackie Morrissey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Morrissey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Morrissey and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Morrissey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BRIAR 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Morrow and I live in South Pasadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Morrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Douglas Morrow and I live in Lakewood, Ohio. 
 
 
Protect this important area. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Douglas Morrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elijah 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern, 
 
 
 
I oppose the proposed logging expansion into the Tongass National Park. The deforestation and disruption of 
ecosystems will irreprably damage one of our national treasures and set precedent for future attacks against 
our national inheritance. 
 
 
 
"There is nothing so American as our national parks.... The fundamental idea behind the parks...is that the 
country belongs to the people, that it is in process of making for the enrichment of the lives of all of us."~ 
Franklin D. Roosevelt 
 
 
 
"The forest has shrunk 
 
And fear has expanded, 
 
The forests have dwindled, 
 
There are less animals now, 
 
less courage and less lightning, 
 
less beauty 
 
and the moon lies bare, 
 
deflowered by force and 
 
then abandoned." 
 
? Visar Zhiti, The Condemned Apple: Selected Poetry 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Morrow and I live in State College, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Morrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maryanne 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maryanne Morrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sally Morrow and I live in Hattiesburg, Mississippi. 
 
 
Erosion of our natural heritage must cease! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sally Morrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: steven 
Last name: morrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is steven morrow and I live in Kittitas, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, steven morrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Grace 
Last name: Morsberger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Grace Morsberger and I live in Chevy Chase, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Grace Morsberger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5550 
 
TSB 1 RRN RRS 1 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andy 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm commenting to request that you select the "no action" alternative and keep the 2001 protections in place. 
 
 
 
The current management is working for a sustainable Tongass NF and for SE AK communities. 
 
 
 
The current management strategy of using the 2001 Roadless Rule is the best alternative for sustainable 
commercial and subsistence fisheries, recreation, and the tourism industry. 
 
 
 
I urge you not to consider these comments and select the no action alternative. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Morse and I live in Portland, OR. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
This is precious land with important ability for carbon sequestration and natural habitat for animals. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as Americau2019s best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world the recreational opportunities it provides the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains to keep public lands wild for future generations its status as a national and global 
treasure the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping hiking hunting foraging etc) medium-impact recreation (FS cabins trails mooring buoys 3-sided 
shelters) passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics 
(culvert removalreplacement improve fish passage wildlife thinning etc) . It is important to me that high-value 
intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass 
support small-scale sustainable logging develop more recreational opportunities like trails and cabins restore 
salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices perform restorative actions that support wildlife 
populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations . We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 10:27:53 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Morse and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I was born in Fairbanks, but have lived in Sitka for the 
past 29 years. I take great pleasure in the outdoor opportunities the Tongass provides for me and my family. I 
also value how the Tongass helps the environment by storing carbon and keeping our air clean. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status 
of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for foraging and gathering wild foods, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, carbon sequestration and local climate change 
mitigation. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing  
medium-impact recreation development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided 
shelters. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because In the long run this 
will harm us in Alaska economically.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eleanor 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eleanor Morse and I live in Portland, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eleanor Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5574 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn Morse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Email confirmation 
 
Hi this is the email for direct comment submissions, correct? Just wanting to confirm 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC914 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 7:15:45 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Morse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Morse and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in Sitka Alaska for over 40 years.  I depend 
on the Tongass National forest for my subsistence harvesting of deer and salmon. I am writing a comment on 
the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption 
will impact my continued fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, and especially the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts,, the conservation of resources for future 
generations. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clear cutting and road building. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for keeping public lands wild for future generations, viewing wildlife, fiscal responsibility and saving 
taxpayer dollars  recreating and enjoying nature, foraging and gathering wild foods, healthy fish habitat, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and road building will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I have commented 
in the past, the organized village of Kake has also commented in support of the no action alternative.  My 
friends and neighbors have as well.  So obviously the no action alternative is strongly supported by the majority 
of Southeast Alaskan residents of the Tongass.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: morshort 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongess 
 
Tourism to logging jobs are 20 to 1.old growth is irreplaceable. Keep it roadless. 
 
Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S7, an AT&amp;T 4G LTE smartphone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Mort 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Mort 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Mortensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda Mortensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harold 
Last name: Mortensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Harold Mortensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mortensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Mortensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mortensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I lived in Ketchikan, AK for 8 years, and since moving back to Minnesota, I realize the beauty that is held within 
the Tongass. Not only does it provide superb hiking trails, it also provides human and animals some of the 
most necessary nutrients for living. We need to keep the Roadless Rule in place in order for the Tongass to 
continue to providing for it's people. Please do not remove the Roadless Rule! You will be doing more harm 
than good in a world that is already dying. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susanne 
Last name: mortensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susanne mortensen and I live in Newport Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susanne mortensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Mortimer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dana Mortimer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Mortimer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Justin Mortimer and I live in Newton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Justin Mortimer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kristin 
Last name: mortimer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kristin mortimer and I live in Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kristin mortimer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: Mortimer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wayne Mortimer and I live in Bozeman, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wayne Mortimer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erica 
Last name: Mortimore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erica Mortimore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Morton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dennis Morton and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
PLEASE, protect The Tongass. No clearcutting. It's not just the trees. Climate change is real, and The Tongass 
is an important part of fighting it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dennis Morton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Morton and I live in Seabrook, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellen Morton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gene 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3718 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gene Morton 
 
Littleton, CO 80120 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gene 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3718 
 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Gene Morton 
Littleton, CO 80120 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
This is the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in providing clean water for 
fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to 
keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Julie Morton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kirsten 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kirsten Morton and I live in Snohomish, Washington. 
 
My husband and I live in Washington state, but southern Utah has been a favorite vacation spot for years. That 
may change if plans like this continue to move forward. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kirsten Morton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robert 
Last name: morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robert morton and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robert morton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robin 
Last name: morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robin morton and I live in Sebastopol, California. 
 
 
enough is enough. the same old story. 7 generations show some respect. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robin morton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheryl 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sheryl Morton and I live in [@advCity], Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sheryl Morton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Morton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Morton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Morton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sherrie 
Last name: Morts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I oppose logging and building roads in the Tongass National Forest. Please continue to preserve this natural 
area. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sherrie Morts 
 
Redmond, WA 98053 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Mory 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Mory and I live in Clarks Summit, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
It is time to clean up our planet for future generations! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephanie Mory 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Mosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dianne Mosby and I live in Stockton, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dianne Mosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Mosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Moscarella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Moscarella and I live in Taos NM. 
There is no excuse for weakening clean air protection.  None. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Moscarella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:26:02 PM 
First name: Carlene 
Last name: Moscatt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carlene Moscatt 
Baltimore, MD 21218 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Moscowitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Moscowitz and I live in North Salem, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Moscowitz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caleb 
Last name: Moseley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Moselle 
Organization: State Of Alaska 
Title: Associate Director 
Comments: 
The State of Alaska's consolidated comments are attached. 
 
 
 
Take care, 
 
Kyle Moselle 
 
Associate Director 
 
Alaska Department of Natural Resources 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables form the attached original. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
Submitted electronically at https://www.fs.usda.gov/project/?project=54511 
 
Re: 36 CFR Part 294, Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska 
 
In coordination with the Alaska Departments of Natural Resources (DNR), Environmental Conservation (DEC), 
Fish and Game (ADF&G), Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF), and Commerce, Community and 
Economic Development (DCCED), and on behalf of the State of Alaska (State), the Office of Project 
Management and Permitting (OPMP) submits the following consolidated comments in response to the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture (USDA), Forest Service's Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (Federal Register Vol. 84, 
No. 201, p. 55522-55529) and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Alaska Roadless 
Rule. Please consider the following comments from the State as the petitioner, a cooperating agency, and a 
state government during preparation of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS), Record of Decision 
(ROD), and Final Rule. 
 
The State supports a full exemption for the Tongass National Forest (Tongass) from the 2001 Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule), as it (1) addresses the critical socioeconomic needs of Alaskans and 
Southeast Alaska communities; (2) is the most responsive action alternative to the State's petition for 
rulemaking; (3) provides the USDA, Forest Service the greatest flexibility for managing the Tongass to achieve 
multiple-use, sustained yield objectives; and (4) is consistent with Congressional directives. 
 
Summary of Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
The USDA is proposing to exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule, which prohibits tree harvest and 
road construction/reconstruction within inventoried roadless areas (IRAs) with certain limited exceptions. In 



addition, the proposed rule would provide an administrative procedure for correcting and modifying inventoried 
roadless area boundaries in the Chugach National Forest (Chugach). 
 
Summary of Alternatives 
 
The DEIS, prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), analyzes six alternatives related to 
managing roadless areas in the Tongass. The alternatives range from no action to fully exempting the Tongass 
from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule. The USDA has identified Alternative 6 (full exemption) as the 
preferred alternative in the DEIS. The full range of alternatives considered are summarized below: 
 
* Alternative 1 takes no action and would continue to apply the 2001 Roadless Rule to 9.2 million acres of the 
Tongass. 
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* Alternative 2 removes approximately 113,000 acres from roadless designation that have been substantially 
altered (e.g. "roaded roadless" areas), allocates about 9.22 million acres of the Tongass across three Alaska 
Roadless Area (ARA) Priorities (Land Use Designation (LUD) II, Watershed, and Roadless), and converts 
18,000 old-growth acres and 10,000 young-growth acres previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to 
suitable timber lands. 
* Alternative 3 proposes a net decrease of about 1.1 million acres from roadless designation. The majority of 
those (826,000) acres will continue to be managed for their wildland and roadless characteristics as 
congressionally designated LUD II areas. The remaining acres removed from roadless designation include 
roughly 212,000 acres comprised of substantially altered areas and their logical operational extensions. 
Alternative 3 allocates about 8.1 million acres of the Tongass across three ARA Priorities (Watershed, 
Roadless and Community) and would convert 76,000 old-growth acres and 14,000 young-growth acres 
previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber lands. 
* Alternative 4 proposes a net decrease of about 343,000 acres from roadless designation comprised of 
substantially altered areas, their logical operational extensions, and selected additional locations for economic 
timber sales. Alternative 4 allocates about 8.86 million acres of the Tongass to three ARA Priorities (LUD II, 
Roadless, and Timber). The 749,000 acres allocated to the Timber Priority ARA category would allow for timber 
to be cut, sold, or removed and construction, reconstruction, or maintenance of permanent or temporary 
roads1. Alternative 4 converts roughly 158,000 old-growth acres and 15,000 young-growth acres previously 
identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber lands. 
* Alternative 5 would remove all Timber Development, Modified Landscape, and Scenic Viewshed LUDs 
identified by the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan (Forest Plan) from roadless designation 
and convert 165,000 old-growth acres and 17,000 young-growth acres previously identified as unsuitable 
timber lands to suitable timberlands. Areas with mineral potential, as identified by the 2016 Forest Plan's 
minerals overlay, are also removed from roadless designation under this alternative. 
* Alternative 6 is the Preferred Alternative and would exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. This 
alternative proposes to remove roadless designations on all 9.2 million acres of IRAs in the Tongass. 
Alternative 6 converts a net total of 165,000 old-growth acres and 20,000 young-growth acres previously 
identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber lands and includes an administrative correction and 
modification provision that would only apply to the Chugach. Importantly, existing Congressional directives and 
the 2016 Forest Plan would continue to govern activities in the Tongass. 
 
General Comments 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule remains a national, one-size-fits-all regulation that inappropriately, and unlawfully, 
limits opportunities for Alaskans that live and work in the Tongass. As such, the State, along with Alaska's 
Congressional Delegation, has worked tirelessly over the consecutive terms of six governors (Democratic, 
Independent, and Republican) to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
In January 2018, the State petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny Perdue for rulemaking to exempt the Tongass 
from the Roadless Rule in the interest of the socioeconomic well-being of its residents. Following acceptance of 
the State's petition, the State and the USDA entered a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), in which the 
State agreed to assist the USDA, as a cooperating agency, in 



 
1 The 749,000 acres allocated to Timber Priority ARA are designated for development (e.g. Timber Production, 
Modified Landscape, or Scenic Viewshed) under provisions of the 2016 Forest Plan. 
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developing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance with NEPA. Through Alaska Administrative 
Order 299, the State established the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee (Committee) to provide 
an opportunity for Southeast Alaskans to advise the State on the future management of IRAs in the Tongass. 
The Committee was charged with providing recommendations to assist the State in fulfilling its role as a 
cooperating agency under the MOU. 
 
Following review of the DEIS and consideration of the Committee's input, the State continues to support fully 
exempting the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule, as described in the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 6) 
of the DEIS. The Preferred Alternative is the most responsive action alternative to the State's petition and 
would allow the UDSA, Forest Service the greatest flexibility to implement management decisions at the forest 
and regional levels, consistent with multiple-use and sustained yield principles, to address the unique 
challenges faced by the communities, residents, and industries that rely on the Tongass; consistent with 
Congressional directives. 
 
The Tongass is unique 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the largest forest in the National Forest System - covering an area 
larger than West Virginia and one of the world's most important intact ecosystems. Thirty-two communities are 
located within the forest boundaries, with roughly 72,000 residents. The Tongass is home to the Tlingit, Haida 
and Tsimshian peoples, who have lived in Southeast Alaska since time immemorial. The Tongass is also 
known as the "salmon forest", and it is a source of great pride and passion for Alaskans. 
 
The U.S. Forest Service is governed by numerous federal laws including the Organic Administration Act, the 
Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act, and the National Forest Management Act. Three Alaska-specific federal laws 
significantly affect management of the Tongass: the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act 
(ANILCA), the Tongass Timber Reform Act (TTRA), and the Carl Levin and Howard P. "Buck" McKeon National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (FFY 2015 Defense Authorization Act). In 1980, Congress 
passed ANILCA, which established more than 100 million acres of federal land across Alaska as new or 
expanded Conservation System Units (CSUs), including 14 Wilderness Areas and two National Monuments in 
the Tongass. Through ANILCA, Congress balanced the unprecedented scale of these designations with 
similarly unprecedented accommodations for Alaskans' way of life and reliance on a resource-based economy. 
Section 101(d) of ANILCA succinctly captures the intent of Congress to provide "sufficient protection for the 
national interest in the scenic, natural, cultural and environmental values on the public lands in Alaska, and at 
the same time [provide] adequate opportunity for satisfaction of the economic and social needs of the State of 
Alaska and its people." Congress included key provisions intended to ensure the balance established for 
Alaska in ANILCA could only be modified by a future act of Congress.2 While Congress has amended ANILCA 
 
2 ANILCA SEC. 1326. (a) No future executive branch action which withdraws more than five thousand acres, in 
the aggregate, of public lands within the State of Alaska shall be effective except by compliance with this 
subsection. To the extent authorized by existing law, the President or the Secretary may withdraw public lands 
in the State of Alaska exceeding five thousand acres in the aggregate, which withdrawal shall not become 
effective until notice is provided in the Federal Register and to both Houses of Congress. Such withdrawal shall 
terminate unless Congress passes a joint resolution of approval within one year after the notice of such 
withdrawal has been submitted to Congress. [Emphasis added] 
 
(b) No further studies of Federal lands in the State of Alaska for the single purpose of considering the 
establishment of a conservation system unit, national recreation area, national conservation areas or 
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numerous times through the TTRA and other subsequent legislation, the letter and intent of those key 
provisions remain intact. 
 
Through ANILCA, Congress also provided direction to assure the timber industry in Southeast Alaska would 
continue to provide economic benefit to local communities. Specifically, ANILCA Section 705 required annual 
funding be made available to the Secretary of Agriculture to maintain a defined level of timber supply from the 
Tongass to support the dependent industry. In 1990, the TTRA amended ANILCA Section 705 to require the 
Secretary "seek to provide a supply of timber from the Tongass National Forest which (1) meets the annual 
market demand for timber from such forest and (2) meets the market demand from such forest for each 
planning cycle", to the extent consistent with providing for the multiple use and sustained yield of all renewable 
forest resources. The TTRA also prohibited timber harvest within 100 feet of fish streams and established six 
additional Wilderness Areas and 12 LUD II areas, which are managed in a roadless state to retain their 
wildland character. The FFY 2015 Defense Authorization Act finalized the outstanding Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act land entitlements of Sealaska Regional Native Corporation and established eight additional LUD 
II areas in the Tongass. The congressionally designated Wilderness and LUD II areas established and 
expanded through these laws protect the wilderness and roadless character of 6.8 million acres of the 
Tongass. These statutory protections, along with the 2016 Forest Plan management prescriptions, provide the 
balance sought by Congress and allow for multiple use, sustained yield management to occur on the Tongass. 
Application of the 2001 Roadless Rule, an administrative action, conflicts with and unnecessarily complicates 
the management regime established by Congress for the Tongass; it has stifled forest-level decision making 
processes; and it has significantly impacted the timber, mining, electric utility, and transportation sectors in the 
region by limiting access in and through remote areas of the Tongass and increasing uncertainty, cost, and 
delay in the permitting processes. Resulting job losses, increased costs, and deferment of critical infrastructure 
projects have, in turn, negatively impacted Southeast Alaska communities. 
 
Socioeconomics impacts of the Roadless Rule 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule significantly and disproportionately impacts the Southeast Alaska timber industry and 
rural communities. Through the 1990s, an average annual harvest of nearly 250 million board feet (MMBF) of 
timber was supplied from the Tongass, supporting over 3,500 fulltime jobs, which supported families, schools, 
and local businesses. Today, less than 350 timber industry jobs remain3. 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule FEIS projected up to 895 jobs and up to $38.7 million in personal income would be 
lost following application of the 2001 Roadless Rule in the Tongass4. Equally concerning, annual school 
enrollment has decreased by 3,400 students (23%) in the region since 1997.5. Edna Bay, Elfin Cove, Hyder, 
Kasaan, Meyers Creek, and Whale Pass have each seen school closures since 1990, with all but one of these 
closures occurring since 2000. Schools in Edna Bay, Hyder, Kasaan, and 
 
for related or similar purposes shall be conducted unless authorized by this Act or further Act of Congress. 
[Emphasis added] 
 
ANILCA SEC. 708. (b)(4) unless expressly authorized by Congress the Department of Agriculture shall not 
conduct any further statewide roadless area review and evaluation of National Forest System lands in the State 
of Alaska for the purpose of determining their suitability for inclusion in the National Wilderness Preservation 
System. [Emphasis added] 
 
3 Southeast Conference, Southeast Alaska by the Numbers 2019, p. 12 
 
4 2001 Roadless Rule FEIS, p. 3-380 
 
5 DEIS, p. 3-23 
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Whale Pass reopened by the 2014 school year.6,7 However, since that time schools have closed in Edna Bay 
(2015), Craig (2015), Port Protection (2017), and Tenakee Springs (2017). 8 Greater connectivity among 



Southeast communities will contribute positively to community sustainability, but the 2001 Roadless Rule 
presents significant barriers to connecting communities in Southeast Alaska. 
 
Electric utility and transportation sectors have also faced significant challenges from the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
affecting important infrastructure projects that would connect communities through transmission lines, roads, 
and shorter ferry routes. 
 
Although mining industry jobs have increased steadily over the last decade due to the continued success of the 
Greens Creek Mine and operations starting at the Kensington Mine in 2010, surface access to mineral claims in 
inventoried roadless areas have been limited by the 2001 Roadless Rule, which has impacted the timing, 
scope and scale of mineral exploration in Southeast Alaska. 
 
Rather than acknowledging and evaluating the difficulties faced by applicants to secure approvals for 
roadbuilding or tree cutting activities in IRAs of the Tongass, the USDA has predominately dismissed the issue 
and instead highlighted 57 Alaska projects approved in IRAs.9 A closer evaluation by the State of these 
approvals revealed concerns that the information being provided to the public is misleading. The 38 mining 
projects noted by the USDA in their Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) document are not individual projects, 
as implied. The 33 approvals for mineral activities in Tongass IRAs were issued to eight (8) individual project 
applicants over multiple years for continued mineral exploration. None of the 33 approvals for mineral 
exploration authorized road building, and instead required applicants to rely on helicopters to support 
operations. 
 
The ROD for the Kake to Petersburg Intertie Project states "[t]he alternatives as initially proposed all included 
construction of a pioneer road along those sections of the proposed transmission line that do not follow existing 
roads, including locations within IRAs. The alternatives were modified during the alternative development 
process and pioneer roads are no longer proposed under any of the action alternatives, including the Selected 
Alternative."10 
 
Another example of misleading information highlighted by USDA in their FAQ document is "the issuance of a 
road easement to the State of Alaska", which relates to the Katlian Bay Road Project proposed by the 
DOT&PF. However, the "land allocated for the Katlian Bay Road was through a Federal-State land exchange 
that included a transportation and utility easement for the Katlian Bay Road project corridor (PL-109-59; 
SAFETEALU Section 4407, D-1 Easement).11 The Section 4407 easement granted by Congress under Public 
Law 109-59 ensured that the Katlian Bay Road would be approved despite the regulatory prohibitions to 
roadbuilding found in the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
In addition to the barriers the 2001 Roadless Rule presents potential developers and investors, IRAs have also 
become important to outfitters and guides, small cruise vessels, and other visitor industry 
 
6 2016 Forest Plan, FEIS, p. 3-542 
 
7 Data compiled by Department of Commerce, Community and Economic Development (12/12/19) from 
Department of Education and Early Development (FY1999-FY2019 School Closures; updated 10/1/19) 
 
8 Data compiled by Department of Commerce, Community and Economic Development (12/12/19) from 
Department of Education and Early Development (FY1999-FY2019 School Closures; updated 10/1/19) 
 
9 USDA (September 2018), Frequently Asked Questions Regarding Inventoried Roadless Areas. Available at 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595403.pdf 
 
10 USDA, Forest Service (November 2016), Final Record of Decision, Kake to Petersburg Transmission Line 
Intertie Project, Tongass National Forest. Available at 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/66847_FSPLT3_3908226.pdf 
 
11 ADOT&PF (January 2018). Katlian Bay Road Project Environmental Document. Available at 
http://dot.alaska.gov/sereg/projects/sitka_katlianbayroad/assets/Katlian_EA.pdf 
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stakeholders due to their relative accessibility compared to the restrictive management of statutorily designated 
wilderness areas in the Tongass. This increased reliance by visitor industry users of IRAs has created public 
expectations that may not align with management directions of the 2016 Forest Plan for the development land 
base. The State believes these competing uses can be effectively managed through forest and regional-level 
decision making processes under the 2016 Forest Plan, but not under the rigid 2001 Roadless Rule 
prohibitions. For example, roads and visitor-related facilities in the Remote Recreation and other non-
development LUDs could provide for greater distribution of recreational uses in areas of the Tongass that may 
provide experiences similar to those one could expect in statutory wilderness areas, while at the same time not 
competing with timber production and other commercial uses that are restricted to an extremely limited portion 
of the Tongass. Unfortunately, such an approach is not possible while the command and control prohibitions 
with limited exceptions under the 2001 Roadless Rule are applied to the Tongass. 
 
The socioeconomic impacts of the 2001 Roadless Rule are disproportionally significant and create challenges 
that cannot be adequately addressed locally or regionally through project or forest-level planning. The State 
supports the growth experienced in the visitor (2,133 jobs added)12 and mining (353 jobs added) 13 sectors in 
the Southeast Alaska region between 2010 and 2018. However, rural communities have borne the costs from a 
national policy that should never have been applied to the Tongass. Success of Southeast Alaska communities 
depends on a diversified regional economy. Connectivity - whether by roads or utilities - is a critical component 
of sustainability. Through a combination of statutory and management plan protections, the Tongass can 
effectively manage for environmental, social, and economic outputs that contribute to the overall wellbeing of 
Southeast Alaska and the Nation. 
 
In summary, the 2001 Roadless Rule projected a loss of 895 jobs in Southeast Alaska. Instead, the region has 
lost over 3,000 jobs in just one economic sector. Since 2010, two sectors (notable bright spots in the Southeast 
economy) added just under 2,500 jobs but were likely greatly inhibited by the bureaucratic hurdles imposed on 
the Tongass. A decrease of 23% of K-12 students is directly related to the timber sector's job losses. The 2001 
Roadless Rule has placed such a burden on the region that few economic sectors have grown sufficiently, 
even over decades, to ensure a vibrant future for the Southeast region of Alaska. 
 
Transportation and Utility Infrastructure 
 
Congress recognized Alaska's lack of roads and infrastructure in Title XI of ANILCA and established a process 
to ensure proposed transportation and utility projects that affect CSUs would be fairly considered and not 
summarily dismissed by federal land management agencies otherwise tasked with protecting CSUs, including 
designated Wilderness. 
 
FINDINGS 
 
ANILCA SEC. 1101. Congress finds that - (a) Alaska's transportation and utility network is largely undeveloped 
and the future needs for transportation and utility systems in Alaska would best be identified and provided for 
through an orderly, continuous decision-making process involving the State and Federal Governments and the 
public;...[Emphasis added] 
 
Ironically, this assurance does not apply to IRAs in Alaska because they are not congressionally designated 
CSUs. This conundrum of an administratively designated area having greater restrictions than a 
congressionally designated area is also found in the administratively designated "eligible" Wild, 
 
12 Comparison of Southeast by the Numbers 2013 and 2019; published for Southeast Conference by Rain 
Coast Data. 
 
13 Comparison of Southeast by the Numbers 2013 and 2019; published for Southeast Conference by Rain 
Coast Data. 
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Scenic, and Recreational Rivers LUDs and areas that have been found suitable and recommended for 
Wilderness designation, which are all managed under the 2016 Forest Plan as if they are CSUs with 
development restrictions but no Title XI process for development approval. Additionally, the limited exceptions 
included in the 2001 Roadless Rule14 are much narrower than the decision criteria identified by Congress in 
the ANILCA Title XI process15. As a result, the 2001 Roadless Rule circumvents the clear congressional intent 
in ANILCA to allow the State and local communities to develop needed roads and infrastructure. 
 
The 2003 Tongass Exemption Rule 
 
In a 2003 ROD, the USDA promulgated a regulation (Tongass Exemption) exempting the Tongass from the 
2001 Roadless Rule, in which the USDA provided in-depth analysis of the requirements and limitations of 
TTRA and ANILCA if the Roadless Rule were applied to the Tongass. After thorough statutory analysis, the 
USDA concluded that the best way to implement the spirit and the letter of these laws was to exempt the 
Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. Furthermore, the USDA concluded that exempting the Tongass was 
not only consistent with the intent of Congress but was also sound management, because roadless values in 
the Tongass are adequately protected without the additional restrictions included in the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
The USDA stated that roadless areas are common, not rare, in the Tongass, and the vast majority of the more 
than nine million acres of IRAs have restrictions on road building and timber harvest, irrespective of the 2001 
Roadless Rule16. 
 
In the 2003 decision to exempt the Tongass, the USDA weighed the value of imposing unnecessary additional 
restrictions against the very significant social and economic costs to Southeast Alaska that were disclosed in 
the 2001 Roadless Rule decisional documents. Upon considering these facts, the USDA concluded in the 2003 
Tongass Exemption that the needs of the people of Alaska outweighed adding more restrictions when IRAs in 
the Tongass are adequately protected without the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
After the Tongass Exemption was challenged in 2009, the USDA aggressively defended the rule in its 2010 
opening brief before the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska. The USDA argued that "the Tongass 
Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, supported by the evidence" and that after reconsidering the same 
economic, social and environmental factors considered in the 2001 ROD, the USDA concluded that "the 
roadless values on the Tongass could be protected and social and economic impacts minimized by exempting 
the Tongass from the Roadless Rule."17 
 
The District Court nevertheless invalidated the Tongass Exemption, but upon appeal, a three-judge panel of the 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals reversed and upheld the Tongass Exemption. However, in a 6-5 en banc 
decision, the Ninth Circuit struck down the Tongass Exemption on a procedural ruling, holding that the USDA 
failed to adequately explain its change of position from the 2001 Roadless Rule to the 2003 Tongass 
Exemption. The Court did not find any substantive legal infirmities with the Tongass Exemption, that is, the 
Court did not hold that the USDA analysis or rationale could not support exempting the Tongass, nor that the 
USDA reached the wrong decision, but only that the USDA failed to provide an adequate explanation of its 
change of position from 2001 to 2003. No judge questioned the 
 
14 36 CFR 294.12(b) 
 
15 Section 1104(g)(2) 
 
16 Final Rule and Record of Decision, Federal Register Vol. 68, No. 249, December 30, 2003, p. 75136-75146 
 
17 Federal Defendants' Brief in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgement and in Support of 
Defendants' Cross-Motion for Summary Judgement, Case No. 1:09-cv-00023-JWS 
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fact that the USDA had a right to change position on exempting the Tongass, if the change was adequately 
explained. 
 



Given that the No Action" alternative (Alternative 1) in this rulemaking was judicially reinstated and not the 
product of a new decision by the USDA, the State recommends the USDA analyze, and adequality explain in 
the FEIS and ROD, the degree to which the Proposed/Selected Alternative differs from the last position taken 
by the USDA under the 2003 Tongass Exemption Rule. The State further recommends that the USDA 
adequately explain its change in position from the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Final Rule promulgated by this 
rulemaking. 
 
The State supports and appreciates that the USDA is once again reviewing application of the 2001 Roadless 
Rule and proposing to fully exempt the Tongass. The USDA's reasoning to exempt the Tongass in 2003, as 
well as the USDA's arguments defending its decision, remains valid today and should be made part of the 
administrative record for this rulemaking to inform the Responsible Official's consideration of the Proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule and the Preferred Alternative described in the DEIS. A recent unanimous ruling by the 
United States Supreme Court in Sturgeon v. Frost18 repeatedly reminded the federal government that Alaska 
is unique, and should be "the exception, not the rule." The same holds true for the 2001 Roadless Rule and its 
application to the Tongass. 
 
Comments Specific to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement  
Purpose and Need 
 
Without explanation, the stated purpose and need in the DEIS omits the following language from the initial 
purpose and need statement published in the Notice of Intent (NOI)19 for this rulemaking: 
 
The State of Alaska believes that roadless conservation interests for the Tongass National Forest can be 
adequately protected under the Tongass Land Management Plan and that the 2001 Roadless Rule prohibitions 
are unnecessary. In addition, the State believes application of the 2001 Roadless Rule substantially impacts 
the social and economic fabric of southeast Alaska and violates ANILCA and TTRA. 
 
In response to the State's petition, commercial and non-profit organizations have expressed strong opinions, 
for and against, the idea of a regulatory review. 
 
The omitted language provides important context to the purpose and need for rulemaking, particularly with 
respect to the role of the 2016 Forest Plan in managing those portions of the Tongass where roadless 
designations would be removed under Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 and the need to comply with ANILCA and 
TTRA. 
 
Procedurally, the USDA's decision to truncate the purpose and need statement between the NOI and the DEIS 
appears arbitrary due to the lack of any explanation and may affect applicability of the Preferred Alternative due 
to the change in scope. The State requests that the complete purpose and need statement published in the 
NOI for this rulemaking be restated in the FEIS. 
 
Background 
 
The State disagrees with the statement "[t]he Forest Service and the State of Alaska believe that the proposed 
action represents a unique opportunity to collaboratively resolve and provide certainty to the roadless issue in 
the State of Alaska."20 The proposed rulemaking does not provide statewide relief from the 2001 Roadless 
Rule, and the State believes that the provisions in the proposed rulemaking that 
 
18 139 S. Ct. 1066 (2019) 
 
19 Federal Register Vol. 83, No. 169, p. 44252-44253 
 
20 DEIS, p. 1-1 and ES-2 
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would apply to the Chugach are outside the scope of the purpose and need (see next section for details). The 
State requests that the USDA revise this statement in the FEIS to read "the Forest Service and the State of 



Alaska believe that the proposed action represents one opportunity to collaboratively address and provide 
certainty to roadless issues in the Tongass." 
 
Proposed Alaska Roadless Boundary Correction and Modification Provisions 
 
Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5 include administrative correction and modification provisions for inclusion in the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to provide for future boundary and classification changes. This provision would 
apply to both the Tongass and the Chugach. This same provision is included in Alternative 6, but only for the 
Chugach. 21 
 
The DEIS purpose and need statement is limited to the Tongass. Therefore, the proposed provision for future 
boundary and classification changes on the Chugach does not adequately respond to the purpose of or need 
for action. The State recommends that the USDA remove this proposed provision from application to the 
Chugach under the Alaska Roadless Rule and propose it through separate rulemaking as a revision to the 
2001 Roadless Rule, as the need for making administrative corrections and modifications for future boundary 
and classification changes to IRAs is not limited to any individual national forest or state. 
 
If promulgated under any rulemaking, a definition for the terms "minor boundary change" and "minor 
administrative corrections" should be included. 
 
2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan 
 
Approximately 55% of the forested land in the Tongass (approximately 5.5 million acres) is classified as 
productive forest land; these lands are considered biologically capable of producing industrial wood products. 
Approximately 500,000 acres of the productive forest lands on the Tongass have been converted to young-
growth forest due to harvest or other disturbances such as fire or wind. This equates to approximately three 
percent of the total Tongass land base and nine percent of the productive forest lands and represents 
approximately 15 billion board feet of harvested timber22. However, only half of the total young-growth forest is 
available for harvest under the 2016 Forest Plan, as the remainder of the young-growth forest acres are 
managed in non-development LUDs or otherwise not available for harvest due to 2016 Forest Plan standards 
and guidelines. 
 
In addition to productive forest lands, the Tongass includes approximately 4.6 million acres of unproductive 
forest. These are lands that are not capable of producing industrial forest products, but are important for 
watershed protection, wildlife habitat, recreation, scenic values and other multiple use purposes. 
 
Under the 2016 Forest Plan, about 560,000 acres of forest lands are identified as suited for timber production. 
The U.S. Forest Service projects about 23,000 acres of old-growth and 43,000 acres of young-growth will be 
harvested in the first 25 years of plan implementation from these lands. One hundred years following 
implementation, the U.S. Forest Service projects that about 42,000 acres of old-growth and 280,000 acres of 
young-growth could be harvested from these lands.23 This equates to only nine percent of the original 
productive old-growth forest being harvested over the next 100 years; thus, retaining 91% for future 
generations. Moreover, the 2016 Forest Plan anticipates 6,100 total miles of 
 
21 DEIS, p. 2-3 and 2-4. 
 
22 FEIS, 2016 Forest Plan, p. 3-328 
 
23 ROD, 2016 Forest Plan, Table 1, p. 9 
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roads to exist on the Tongass by 2095; substantially fewer than the 8,500 total miles of roads anticipated under 
the 1997 Forest Plan.24 
 
The Preferred Alternative (Alternative 6) for the Alaska Roadless Rule proposes to exempt the Tongass from 
the 2001 Roadless Rule. If implemented, the roughly nine million acres currently inventoried as roadless areas 



would continue to be managed under the 2016 Forest Plan and statutory laws that provide lasting protections 
for roadless values. Alternative 6 would add about 165,000 old-growth acres and 20,000 young-growth acres to 
the land base suitable for timber production. Although the DEIS projects harvest on these additional suitable 
acres would be about 18,000 acres over 100 years, none of the action alternatives for the Alaska Roadless 
Rule would result in changes to the timber objectives of the 2016 Forest Plan, including the current projected 
timber sale quantity (PTSQ) of 46 million board feet (MMBF) annually and transitioning to primarily young-
growth harvest within the next 15 years. This Young-Growth Transition Strategy is enumerated in the 2016 
Forest Plan and implements the intent of then-Secretary of Agriculture Thomas Vilsack25 to transition the 
Tongass to a young-growth-based timber program in 10 to 15 years, more rapidly than considered in the 2008 
Forest Plan26. 
 
The degree to which the 2016 Forest Plan may contribute to maintaining roadless area characteristics is not 
adequately evaluated or described in detail in the DEIS27. For the FEIS, the State recommends the USDA 
analyze and adequately discuss aspects of the 2016 Forest Plan that will direct management for areas 
removed from roadless designations under Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 and contribute to maintaining roadless 
characteristics. We note that the 2016 Forest Plan's removal of the Transportation and Utility System (TUS) 
LUD is widely considered as an additional impediment to road building in the Tongass, as fully explained by the 
many comments and objections to the 2016 Forest Plan revision. Rather than having a TUS LUD corridor 
become the dominant LUD once a road or utility project is fully permitted, as was the case under previous 
Tongass management plans, under the 2016 Forest Plan road or utility projects must conform to the 
requirements of every LUD crossed by a proposed linear project. The removal of the TUS LUD from the 2016 
Forest Plan substantially increases the number of approval conditions a project must receive and raises the 
risks that a project may never be developed. The Roadless Priority ARA is a step forward from the 2016 Forest 
Plan's Transportation Systems Direction and may improve the possibility of beneficial road projects being 
approved, which was lost with the removal of the TUS LUD. However, conflicts between administrative (2016 
Forest Plan) and regulatory (Alaska Roadless Rule) management objectives related to roads would persist. 
 
Likewise, Chapter 3 of the DEIS does not accurately describe the current limitations on the construction, 
operation and maintenance of roads and utilities connecting the communities of Southeast Alaska. For 
instance, the DEIS repeatedly states that the 2001 Roadless Rule provides an exception for Federal Aid 
Highway projects.28 That exception is only available when "no other reasonable or prudent alternative 
exists."29 Since Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine transportation systems have consistently been 
considered reasonable or prudent alternatives despite significantly higher lifetime costs and lower reliability 
compared to roads. The FEIS should also note that the vast majority of the State's current projects to connect 
Southeast Alaska communities are State-funded and cannot qualify for the Federal Aid Highway exemption, 
which is the same situation faced by communities, utilities, and developers in Southeast Alaska. The DEIS also 
downplays the difficulties faced by utilities installing transmission 
 
24 ROD, 2016 Forest Plan, p. 22 
 
25 Memorandum 1044-009, Addressing Sustainable Forestry in Southeast Alaska; USDA. 2013. 
 
26 2016 Forest Plan FEIS, p. 1-1. 
 
27 The State filed objections to the 2016 Tongass Forest Plan. To the extent that the State discusses the 2016 
Forest Plan here, the State's comments are intended only to aid in this rulemaking. The State maintains its 
objections to the 2016 Forest Plan. 
 
28 DEIS, p. 2-22, 3-51, and 3-145 
 
29 36 C.F.R 294.12(b)(6) 
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lines. A more accurate description would let the public know that the Roadless Rule functionally prohibits the 
installation of transmissions lines, except in the very limited circumstance where the lines can be installed and 
maintained by helicopter or other non-road access methods (see also Appendix G comments below). 



 
In several sections of Chapter 3, Environmental Effects, of the DEIS the mitigating effects of the 2016 Forest 
Plan are discussed with respect to aspects of each alternative and key issue, but a more comprehensive 
discussion of the degree to which the 2016 Forest Plan may contribute to maintaining roadless area 
characteristics, values, and functions in the Tongass seems lacking. For example, the section on Tongass 
Forest Plan Old-growth Habitat Conservation Strategy30 provides a concise summary of how old-growth 
habitats are maintained through a network of reserves on the Tongass to protect species that have the highest 
viability concerns, and how components of the old-growth ecosystem are maintained through 2016 Forest Plan 
standards and guidelines designed to provide important ecological functions in areas outside the reserve 
network. Unfortunately, there appears to be little correlation described in the DEIS of protections to roadless 
area characteristics, which are also maintained by the same conservation strategy. Similar examples can be 
found when evaluating the Young-growth Transition Strategy, Tongass Timber Sale Program Adaptive 
Management Strategy, Tongass 77 Watersheds, The Nature Conservancy / Audubon Conservation Priority 
Areas, non-development land use designations, forest-wide standards and guidelines and other 2016 Forest 
Plan components that limit commercial timber harvest and road construction, reconstruction, or maintenance 
activities on the Tongass. The State recommends that the FEIS include a section that summarizes the various 
analyses found throughout the DEIS related to those components of the 2016 Forest Plan that may contribute 
to maintaining roadless area characteristics, values, and functions in the future for areas removed from 
designation under the 2001 Roadless Rule, as proposed in Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6. 
 
Key Issue 1 - Roadless Area Conservation 
 
Pursuant to Alaska Administrative Order 299, the State convened the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory 
Committee (Committee) in September 2018. Thirteen Committee members represent diversity of perspectives, 
including Alaska Native corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, 
transportation, local government, and the Alaska Division of Forestry. A U.S. Forest Service representative 
serves in an ex officio capacity to provide technical expertise for the Committee's deliberations. The Committee 
was facilitated by Meridian Institute, a non- profit organization that helps people solve complex and often 
controversial problems, make informed decisions, and implement solutions that improve lives, the economy, 
and the environment31. 
 
In their Final Report to the Governor and State Forester (November 21, 2018)32, the Committee determined 
that the 2001 Roadless Rule characteristics "do not align with the unique characteristics found in Alaska." 
Instead, the Committee found that the unique roadless characteristics represented by the roadless areas in the 
Tongass include the following33: 
 
* Alaska Native people who have been on this land for more than 10,000 years, and for whom this place has 
cultural and spiritual significance. The use of places, sites, waters, structures, resources, and objects are 
historically significant in the beliefs, customs, practices, and perpetuation of the culture(s) of communities and 
indigenous peoples of the area. While the 
 
30 DEIS, p. 3-59 
 
31 Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, Final Report to the Governor and State Forester, State 
of Alaska, November 21, 2018, p. 1-2 
 
32 Submitted to the USDA by the State on November 23, 2018 as an enclosure to the State's cooperating 
agency comments on Preliminary DEIS Chapter 2. 
 
33 Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, Final Report to the Governor and State Forester, State 
of Alaska, November 21, 2018, p. 4-5 
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Alaska Native people now share this place with other residents, it is critical that they continue to have the ability 
to sustain their cultures and their communities through economic, social, and cultural opportunities. 
 



* Expansive areas where high quality intact habitat exist and ecosystems function with all of their native species 
and components; there are no listed or endangered species; and invasive species are generally not present. 
These areas function as biological strongholds and refuges for many species, harbor a diversity of plant and 
animal communities, and serve as a globally significant example of a temperate rainforest ecosystem that is 
both utilized and conserved by the people that live within and adjacent to it. Species exist in Alaska Roadless 
Areas34 that are endangered, threatened, or reduced in other places on the continent. 
* Opportunities for economic development of visitor industry products, including remote-setting guided nature 
tours to view wildlife, hunt, fish, and hike. Alaska Roadless Areas contribute to a regional resource of 
undeveloped lands that are an important resource for a segment of the visitor sector - an important component 
of the matrix of Tongass lands that provide opportunity for medium to larger groups to go ashore in a 
wilderness-type setting. The intact ecological systems in these areas, with natural settings and iconic fish and 
wildlife, are a draw for visitors. 
* Stands of old growth forests. These old growth forests are nationally and globally significant because they 
exist in quantities and extensions in Alaska like few other places on the planet. They support subsistence and 
traditional hunting and gathering, unique plant and wildlife populations, a significant volume of sequestered 
carbon and forest/soil processes that mitigate climate change and represent a globally significant reference 
landscape and intact old growth forest ecosystem. 
* Multiple species of fish (including salmon) harvested for subsistence and personal use, commercial fisheries, 
and tourism and guided recreational fishing. Salmon, trout, char, and hooligan of the Tongass National Forest 
are harvested in subsistence fisheries and for personal use by local residents. Salmon and trout are also the 
basis of tourism and guided fisheries enjoyed by thousands of visitors, supporting hundreds of tourism and 
support businesses. The commercial fisheries derived from Tongass streams and rivers produce a significant 
proportion of the total Alaska salmon harvest, and support fishing and processing jobs for thousands of local 
residents and nonresidents. 
* High-quality scenery, especially scenery with natural-appearing landscapes, is a primary quality that people 
value in Alaska Roadless Areas. Quality scenery contributes directly to the quality of life and recreation 
opportunities for residents, property owners, and visitors. 
* Watersheds that are important sources of public drinking water and water sources for fish and aquatic 
resources, including hatcheries. State regulations are currently enforced and applied using the most restrictive 
standard for water quality criterion as listed in 18 AAC 70. Careful management of these watersheds is crucial 
in maintaining the flow of clean water to local communities, and to support continued production of fisheries 
and aquatic food webs. 
* An important source of subsistence resources for Alaskans. Roadless Areas are rich in important subsistence 
resources, including game, fish, and foraging resources for those residents whose use and access rights are 
specifically recognized and guaranteed by the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA). 
 
34 In this context, Alaska Roadless Areas are the same 9.2 million acres of Inventoried Roadless Areas in the 
Tongass 
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* A major source of economic activity for Southeast Alaskans. The Tongass National Forest surrounds 34 
communities and approximately 73,000 year-round residents. These residents heavily rely on Roadless Areas 
for economic activities, including mining, visitor products, ocean products, forest products, energy production, 
and other economic activities. 
 
Some Committee members raised concerns to the State that the USDA, Forest Service did not alter the 
definition of roadless areas in the DEIS or consider implementing an Alaska-specific definition for roadless 
areas, even though such areas in Alaska have specific, unique characteristics that set them apart from IRAs in 
the lower 48.35 A summary of feedback from individual interviews with Committee members by Meridian 
Institute is enclosed. Interviews were conducted in December 2019. 
 
The State recommends that the FEIS include an evaluation and adequate discussion of the roadless area 
characteristics developed by the Committee for this rulemaking. These characteristics provide greater 
specificity than the 2001 Roadless Rule Characteristics, Modified for Alaska36 presented and discussed in the 
DEIS. It should be noted, this is a state specific rule making process and these important and widely supported 
recommendations are not provided adequate weight and inclusion in the DEIS. 



 
Key Issue 2 - Support Local and Regional Socioeconomic Well-being, Alaska Native Culture, Rural 
Subsistence Activities, and Economic Opportunity Across Multiple Economic Sectors 
 
In general, the discussion of Key Issue 2 in the DEIS downplays the critical importance of resource extraction 
and the associated increased economic opportunities that resource extraction may bring to communities in 
Alaska. The State recommends the FEIS expand on the contributions resource extraction sectors makes to 
local and regional economies. 
 
To better evaluate and understand the potential availability of economic timber resources to support and 
maintain a viable timber industry in the Tongass, the State contracted with the Alaska Forest Association (AFA) 
to analyze each alternative described in the DEIS for this rulemaking (see enclosed report). The AFA 
concluded, in part, that "[n]o matter the alternative selected in the Record of Decision for the "Rulemaking for 
Alaska Roadless Areas" at least 82 out of every 100 acres of suitable old growth forest within the Tongass 
National Forest will not be available to maintain the existing timber industry through transition."37 
 
Mining and Mineral Development 
 
The DEIS states, "The right of access is guaranteed and is not at the discretion of the Forest Service. 
Exploration, mining, and mineral processing activities, including road construction and reconstruction, are 
presently allowed in IRAs and would continue to be allowed under all alternatives."38 It is the State's 
understanding that the question regarding access to mineral resources in IRAs is not one of whether a right 
exists, but rather the significant discretion used by the U.S. Forest Service in determining what is "reasonable" 
access. 
 
Although Alternatives 1 through 5 for the Alaska Roadless Rule include an exception to the prohibition on road 
construction in IRAs when "A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by 
statute or treaty", there is no apparent criteria to guide the Responsible Official for determining when a road is 
needed to support mineral exploration or development. Therefore, the 
 
35 Meridian Institute, (December 2019). Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee: Summary of 
Feedback on the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
36 Table 3.1-1 and DEIS p. 3-7 through 3-12 
 
37 Alaska Forest Association (December 2019). Alaska State Specific Rulemaking: Analysis of Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement Alternatives to Determine Economic Timber Acreage and Volume by 
Geographic Areas in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
38 DEIS, p. 3-50 and 3-51. 
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question or issue of what constitutes "reasonable access" is subjective and at the discretion of the Responsible 
Official despite the "right of access" afforded under the 1872 Mining Law and ANILCA. 
 
In scoping comments39, a broad coalition of entities discussed the issue of road access for mineral exploration 
and development in Alaska-specific IRAs, provided a number of examples of where the discretion used by the 
U.S. Forest Service has limited such road access, and recommended using 36 C.F.R. Part 228 for authorizing 
roads for access to mineral resources in Tongass IRAs, just as it is used in non-IRA. Similarly, the Committee 
also recommended the U.S. Forest Service use its existing regulations under 36 C.F.R Part 228 for approving 
mineral-related roads in roadless areas of the Tongass (see Recommended exceptions for road construction, 
reconstruction, or maintenance in ARAs below). The State recommends that the FEIS acknowledge that the 
relevant issue regarding mineral exploration and development in IRAs under the 2001 Roadless Rule is 
determining what constitutes "reasonable access", and that roaded access to mineral resources, especially 
during the early and intermediate exploration phases, has been restricted to non-roaded access in IRAs of the 
Tongass due to the discretion afforded the Responsible Official under the 2001 Roadless Rule. The State 



supports the use of 36 C.F.R Part 228 for determining the minimum level of environmental protections roaded 
access to mineral resources must attain in its design before it is authorized by the U.S. Forest Service. 
 
Leasable Minerals 
 
Prohibiting roadbuilding for new leasable mineral projects through rulemaking (e.g. oil, gas, coal, or 
geothermal) in either IRAs (Alternative 1) or ARAs (Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5)40 effectively precludes these 
uses and constitutes a withdrawal of federal lands. 
 
ANILCA Section 1326(a) prevents future administrative withdrawals over 5,000 acres in the aggregate, unless 
authorized by Congress. 
 
FUTURE EXECUTIVE ACTIONS 
 
ANILCA SEC. 1326. (a) No future executive branch action which withdraws more than five thousand acres, in 
the aggregate, of public lands within the State of Alaska shall be effective except by compliance with this 
subsection. To the extent authorized by existing law, the President or the Secretary may withdraw public lands 
in the State of Alaska exceeding five thousand acres in the aggregate, which withdrawal shall not become 
effective until notice is provided in the Federal Register and to both Houses of Congress. Such withdrawal shall 
terminate unless Congress passes a joint resolution of approval within one year after the notice of such 
withdrawal has been submitted to Congress. [Emphasis added] 
 
The Selected Alternative in the ROD and the Final Alaska Roadless Rule must comply with ANILCA, TTRA, 
and other applicable laws. 
 
Key Issue 3 - Conserve Terrestrial Habitat, Aquatic Habitat, and Biological Diversity 
 
The State generally agrees with the following conclusion in the DEIS related to cumulative effects: 
 
Overall, biological diversity on the Tongass and in Southeast Alaska remains in good condition and the 
landscape continues to be dominated by old-growth forest ecosystems. As development 
 
39 Crocket, D., MacKinnon, N., Dahl, C., Venerables, R., Graham, O., Starkey, C., Acteson, T., & Hall, M. 
(2018). Scoping comments on proposed rulemaking for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule; submitted to Ken Tu 
(USDA, Forest Service) Oct. 15, 2018 
 
40 DEIS, p. 3-51 
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continues through timber harvest and associated activities such as road building, mining activities, energy 
development, and community expansion, particularly in areas where extensive development has already 
occurred (i.e., Prince of Wales Island), maintaining connectivity and roadless refugia will become increasingly 
important, particularly for wide-ranging species whose distribution depends on some level of connectivity 
across the landscape. In addition, the management of human resources will continue to play a role in 
maintaining biological diversity across the Tongass. Within the Tongass boundary, the Old-growth Habitat 
Conservation Strategy was designed to address the more extensive harvest on non-NFS lands through the old-
growth reserve system and Forest-wide standards and guidelines, both of which were intended to maintain 
ecological components needed to maintain the ecological integrity important to a variety of organisms and 
maintain connectivity across the landscape, with or without much contribution from non-NFS lands. The overall 
Old-growth Habitat Conservation Strategy approach was developed prior to roadless designations and would 
be maintained regardless of the alternative selected. 
 
In addition to the Old-Growth Habitat Conservation Strategy, other aspects of the 2016 Forest Plan will 
contribute positively to the maintenance of roadless characteristics, values, and functions in the Tongass and 
should be discussed in greater detail in the FEIS (see Forest Plan comments above). 
 



Appendix G: Draft Roadless Rule Regulatory Language 
 
The State appreciates USDA's efforts to incorporate the 16 exceptions recommended by the Committee and 
submitted by the State to the USDA41 for inclusion in the Alaska Roadless Rule.42 Although the drafted 
roadless rule language43 for Alternatives 2 through 5 propose additional exceptions for timber cutting, sale, or 
removal and road construction, reconstruction or maintenance - beyond what is currently afforded under the 
2001 Roadless Rule - the language of the proposed exceptions repeatedly use two phrases that undermine the 
exceptions and fail to address the inherent uncertainty as to whether the exceptions will be applied fairly or 
consistently in practice by the Responsible Official. 
 
First, Alternatives 2 through 5 use the phrase "no other feasible alternative," whereas the 2001 Roadless Rule 
uses the phrase "no other reasonable and prudent alternative." The 2001 Roadless Rule is currently 
unworkable in Southeast Alaska as marine or helicopter access alternatives can always be suggested to 
prevent road or utility construction; however, the proposed language exacerbates the problem by using the 
term feasible[mdash]which could prevent road building anytime a project could be built without a 
road[mdash]without regard to cost or practicability that arguably are considerations in the current 'reasonable 
and prudent' standard. For any Alaska Roadless Rule, any prerequisite of an unavailable alternative means of 
access should be eliminated, as that requirement obliterates any exception since Southeast Alaska largely 
consists of a group of islands that can be accessed by boat or helicopter. 
 
Another condition that cancels out the USDA's proposed exceptions is that nearly all of the USDA's rephrased 
recommendations from the Committee have added a preliminary decision by the Responsible Official that "[a] 
road is needed for ..." This, again, gives the Forest Service unlimited discretion to reject a road project on a 
finding that a road is not needed. The Committee's recommendations for when a road could be constructed or 
reconstructed were clearly written to apply when certain circumstances are met[mdash]without any preliminary 
decision by the Forest Service of whether marine or helicopter access made the road unnecessary. 
 
41 Submitted to the USDA by the State on November 23, 2018 as an enclosure to the State's cooperating 
agency comments on Preliminary DEIS Chapter 2. 
 
42 Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, Final Report to the Governor and State Forester, State 
of Alaska, November 21, 2018, p. 8-9 
 
43 DEIS, Appendix G 
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The proposed regulations implementing alternatives 2 through 5 must also be consistent with provisions in 
ANILCA that apply to public lands. For example, on all public lands where the taking of fish and wildlife is 
permitted, ANILCA Section 1316 allows for temporary campsites, tent platforms, shelters, and other temporary 
facilities and equipment. As currently drafted, 36 CFR 294.54(a) under alternatives 2-5 would preclude tree 
cutting associated with ANILCA Section 1316, effectively precluding this allowance altogether. Similarly, the 
exceptions listed in subsection (c)(2) and (d)(3) for Alaska Native customary and traditional uses should not be 
limited to Watershed Priority ARAs or Roadless Priority ARAs, as subsistence use is allowed on all public 
lands. 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee Recommendations 
 
Many Committee members feel that their recommendations were not carefully considered and/or reflected in 
the DEIS, particularly the exceptions language that the Committee had agreed should be applied to any option 
or alternative put forward. The Committee's recommended exceptions considered specific resource uses that 
the Committee saw as critical for community livelihoods and socioeconomic wellbeing in the Tongass. Several 
Committee members felt the omission of these exceptions made all of the DEIS alternatives less viable as 
long-term, durable solutions that reflect community needs.44 A summary of feedback from the Committee in 
response to the DEIS is enclosed. 
 



The State once again requests that the USDA adopt all of the Committee's exceptions into the draft language 
for Alternatives 2 through 5, without additional conditions or open-ended Forest Service discretion to reject 
proposed road building, to more clearly define activities that are excepted from the proposed general 
prohibitions: 
 
Recommended exceptions for timber cutting, sale, or removal in ARAs 
 
1. Mining Exploration and Development. While "reasonable access" is technically permitted in IRAs, cutting and 
removal of trees associated with mining exploration and development does not appear to be allowed. 36 C.F.R. 
[sect] 294.13(b)(2) authorizes the cutting or removal of trees "incidental to implementation of a management 
activity not otherwise prohibited by this subpart." The necessary level of exploration to develop a mine on the 
Tongass National Forest requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development would typically require 
even more cutting and removal of trees. 
 
However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule of what this section 
authorizes.45 Moreover, in describing this section the 2001 Rule states: "Such management activities are 
expected to be rare and to focus on small diameter trees."46 
 
Accordingly, a new exception for Alaska-specific rulemaking be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13(b): 
 
The cutting and removal of trees in connection with mineral exploration and mine development is authorized 
and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine development were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest land. Cutting and removal of trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Hydroelectric and Other Renewable Energy Infrastructure and Transmission Infrastructure Development. 
The Committee recommends that the following new exception for hydroelectric and other renewable energy 
projects and related infrastructure be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
44 Meridian Institute, (December 2019). Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee: Summary of 
Feedback on the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
45 2001 Roadless Rule., at page 3258. 
 
46 2001 Roadless Rule., at page 3257. 
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The cutting and removal of trees incidental to the construction and maintenance of hydroelectric 
 
and other renewable energy projects and related infrastructure, including transmission, is authorized. Such 
trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Forest Health. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for Forest Health be added to 
36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of hazard trees that reduce risk to the 
public, blowdown/windfall management, and/or insect and disease management, is authorized. Such trees may 
be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Alaska Native Culture. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for Alaska Native 
Culture be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom and traditional uses is authorized. 
 
1. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for fish 
and wildlife habitat be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 



The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is authorized. Such trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Road Building. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for road building be added to 
36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 36 C.F.R [sect] 294.12) is 
authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Biofuels. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for biofuels be added to 36 C.F.R. 
[sect] 294.13(b): 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential and municipal needs is authorized 
and will comply with current standards and regulations for harvest. 
 
1. Municipal Watersheds. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for municipal 
watersheds be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and management is authorized and such 
trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
Recommended exceptions for road construction, reconstruction, or maintenance in ARAs 
 
1. Roads in Transportation Utility System (TUS) corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska Transportation 
Plan (SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 
 
connection of communities and development of the regional transportation system shall be permitted. 
Adjustment of these TUS corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it provides a lower 
cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative 
(LEDPA). 
 
1. Roads in all Section 4407 Easements as Congress enacted in August 2005 in the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act - A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU; Public Law 109-59) shall be 
permitted. Adjustment of these Easements shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it provides a 
lower cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the LEDPA. 
2. A road to access Congressionally authorized Southeastern Alaska Intertie System Plan Routes  
(PL 106-511, February 1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast Conference 
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1. A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C.[sect] 22 et seq.) 
shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same way as if the application for 
the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. 
2. A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs shall be permitted if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in 
the same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-
IRA National Forest lands. 
3. A road to access hydropower and renewable energy projects and their transmission infrastructure, including 
their maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the application for the road to access such projects 
were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. Renewable energy includes energy that is collected 
from renewable resources, which are naturally replenished on a human timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, 
tides, waves, geothermal heat, biomass, or other forms of energy. 
4. A road included in a community, municipal, or tribal government plan to provide access and development of 
water resources, renewable energy resources, sanitary landfills, connecting isolated road networks, and 
subsistence resources, including maintenance of such roads and these facilities, shall be an allowed use. 
5. A road for transportation, communication, and utility infrastructure and maintenance shall be permitted. 



6. A road to access an authorized facility or location for fishery research, management, enhancement, and 
rehabilitation activities, fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish hatcheries, spawning channels, stream clearance, 
egg planting, and other permitted aquaculture facilities or activities, including mariculture, shall be permitted. 
 
Maps 
 
The State recommends that the maps provided in the FEIS (Alternative_1 through 6 Maps, Outfitter Guide 
Alternative 1 through 6 Maps, and Suitability Alternative 1 through 6 Maps) clearly identify the various 
protective land use designations for the Tongass. For example, areas designated as wilderness, LUD II, and 
national monument. By not identifying such areas, the maps fail to provide viewers with an accurate picture of 
the existing protections that cover much of the Tongass, which will remain in place regardless of which Alaska 
Roadless Rule alternative is selected by the USDA. 
 
Other Important Issues  
Climate and Carbon 
 
The FEIS should incorporate broader perspectives related to climate change and carbon-related processes 
relevant to the Tongass. The State recommends incorporating the National Association of State Foresters 
(NASF) policy papers: Recommendations for Enhancing the Role of Forests in Climate Change Mitigation and 
Ecosystem Adaption to Climate Change and Emerging Markets for Wood and Their Positive Impact on Forest 
Resource Management into the FEIS discussion of these topics (see enclosure). 
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The State continues to recommend that the USDA use the available information in the DEIS to complete a 
Section 810 Analysis for the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, as stated previously in our cooperating agency 
comments.47 
 
Subsistence 
 
The Legal Context for Subsistence Use48 
 
The subsistence priority criteria found in Sec. 804 of ANILCA is implemented by prioritizing local subsistence 
users with direct dependence on the resource; local subsistence users are first among subsistence users. To 
implement this priority, when necessary, limits are first applied to general hunting, sport fishing, and 
commercial fishing.49 The State recommends the following edits (additions ; deletions) be incorporated into the 
FEIS to reflect this direction as well as recognize the authorities of the federal and state regulatory bodies: 
 
The provisions in ANILCA established a harvest priority for rural residents in an attempt to protect subsistence 
resource harvest. Under ANILCA, in times of resource scarcity or when demand exceeds biologically sound 
harvest levels, subsistence harvests have priority over other consumptive use of resources. Such a priority 
shall be implemented through appropriate limitations based on the application of the following criteria: (1) 
customary and direct dependence upon the populations as the mainstay of livelihood; (2) local residency; and 
(3) the availability of alternative resources. In practice, state or federal fish and wildlife management regulatory 
authorities would limit commercial, sport, or other harvests before subsistence harvests are limited. 
 
The DEIS analyzes the effects of the proposed rule on subsistence uses and needs, including resource 
abundance and distribution, access, or competition50; however, these three factors aren't specifically identified 
in ANILCA, as the discussion in the DEIS indicates. Section 810(a) of ANILCA requires the evaluation of the 
effect of the proposed "...use, occupancy or disposition on subsistence uses and needs, the availability of other 
lands for the purposes sought to be achieved, and other alternatives which would reduce or eliminate the use, 
occupancy, or disposition of public lands needed for subsistence purposes." If the initial evaluation concludes 
that the federal action will cause a significant restriction of subsistence uses and needs, the head of the 
Federal Agency is required to give notice and hold hearings, as well as determine that: 
 
(A) such a significant restriction of subsistence uses is necessary, consistent with sound management 
principles for the utilization of the public lands, (B) the proposed activity will involve the minimal amount of 



public lands necessary to accomplish the purposes of such use, occupancy, or other disposition, and (C) 
reasonable steps will be taken to minimize adverse impacts upon subsistence uses and resources resulting 
from such actions.51 
 
47 State of Alaska cooperating agency comments on Preliminary DEIS Chapter 2. Submitted to the USDA 
November 23, 2018. 
 
48 DEIS, p. 3-217 
 
49 ANILCA Section 804 states: "the taking on public lands of fish and wildlife for nonwasteful subsistence uses 
shall be accorded priority over the taking on such lands of fish and wildlife for other purposes. Whenever it is 
necessary to restrict the taking of populations of fish and wildlife on such lands for subsistence uses in order to 
protect the continued viability of such populations, or to continue such uses, such priority shall be implemented 
through appropriate limitations based on the application of the following criteria: 
 
1. customary and direct dependence upon the populations as the mainstay of livelihood; 
2. local residency; and 
3. the availability of alternative resources." 
 
50 DEIS, p. 218 
 
51 ANILCA Sec. 810(a)(3) 
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To determine if a significant restriction of subsistence uses and needs may result from an alternative, including 
their cumulative effects, the courts have upheld a BLM definition for "significant restriction of subsistence uses" 
that identifies three factors for consideration52: 
 
* The reduction in the availability of subsistence resources caused by a decline in the population or amount of 
harvestable resources: 
* Reductions in the availability of resources used for subsistence purposes caused by alteration of their normal 
locations and distribution patterns; and 
* Limitations on access to subsistence resource, including from increased competition for the resources 
 
The State recommends the following edits be made in the FEIS to reflect specific language and direction in 
ANILCA53: 
 
ANILCA requires the analysis evaluation of potential effects on subsistence uses and needs of all actions on 
federal lands in Alaska to determine if the federal action would significantly restrict subsistence uses. This 
analysis evaluation typically focuses on those food-related resources most likely to be affected by habitat 
degradation associated with land management activities. If significant restrictions to subsistence uses are 
identified, prior to putting the federal action into effect, notice and hearings must occur. Per ANILCA Sec. 
810(a) (3), the following three determinations must be made: "(A) such a significant restriction of subsistence 
uses is necessary, consistent with sound management principles for the utilization of the public lands, (B) the 
proposed activity will involve the minimal amount of public lands necessary to accomplish the purposes of such 
use, occupancy, or other disposition, and (C) reasonable steps will be taken to minimize adverse impacts upon 
subsistence uses and resources resulting from such actions." To make these three determinations, the Forest 
Service shall analyze the following: 1) resource distribution and abundance, 2) access to resources, and 3) 
competition for the use of resources. These factors are discussed in general terms in the following paragraphs. 
 
Appendix E: Communities 
 
The State requests the following language be added in the Subsistence Section54 of the FEIS, Appendix E: 
 



In the event a subsistence harvest priority is needed for rural residents, the state or federal fish and wildlife 
management authorities would first limit commercial, sport, and non-local subsistence harvests to mitigate 
impacts to local subsistence harvests. 
 
In conclusion, the State appreciates the work by the USDA to produce the DEIS and Proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule. The State looks forward to continuing to assist the USDA, as a cooperating agency, to 
incorporate necessary improvements in the FEIS. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Kyle Moselle 
 
Associate Director 
 
52 Kunaknana v. Clark, No. A83-337 Civil. 742 F.2d (9th Cir. 1984 
 
DEIS, p. 3-218 
 
54 DEIS, Appendix E, p. E-15 
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Alaska Roadless Rule 

USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK 99802-1628 

Submitted electronically at https://www.fs.usda.gov/project/?project=54511  

 

Re: 36 CFR Part 294, Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in 

Alaska 

 

In coordination with the Alaska Departments of Natural Resources (DNR), Environmental Conservation 

(DEC), Fish and Game (ADF&G), Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF), and Commerce, 

Community and Economic Development (DCCED), and on behalf of the State of Alaska (State), the 

Office of Project Management and Permitting (OPMP) submits the following consolidated comments in 

response to the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), Forest Service’s Notice of Proposed 

Rulemaking (Federal Register Vol. 84, No. 201, p. 55522-55529) and Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.  Please consider the following comments 

from the State as the petitioner, a cooperating agency, and a state government during preparation of the 

Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS), Record of Decision (ROD), and Final Rule. 

The State supports a full exemption for the Tongass National Forest (Tongass) from the 2001 Roadless 

Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule), as it (1) addresses the critical socioeconomic needs of 

Alaskans and Southeast Alaska communities; (2) is the most responsive action alternative to the State’s 

petition for rulemaking; (3) provides the USDA, Forest Service the greatest flexibility for managing the 

Tongass to achieve multiple-use, sustained yield objectives; and (4) is consistent with Congressional 

directives. 

Summary of Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 

The USDA is proposing to exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule, which prohibits tree 

harvest and road construction/reconstruction within inventoried roadless areas (IRAs) with certain 

limited exceptions. In addition, the proposed rule would provide an administrative procedure for 

correcting and modifying inventoried roadless area boundaries in the Chugach National Forest 

(Chugach). 

Summary of Alternatives 

The DEIS, prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), analyzes six alternatives 

related to managing roadless areas in the Tongass. The alternatives range from no action to fully 

exempting the Tongass from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule. The USDA has identified 

Alternative 6 (full exemption) as the preferred alternative in the DEIS. The full range of alternatives 

considered are summarized below: 

• Alternative 1 takes no action and would continue to apply the 2001 Roadless Rule to 9.2 million 

acres of the Tongass. 
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• Alternative 2 removes approximately 113,000 acres from roadless designation that have been 

substantially altered (e.g. “roaded roadless” areas), allocates about 9.22 million acres of the 

Tongass across three Alaska Roadless Area (ARA) Priorities (Land Use Designation (LUD) II, 

Watershed, and Roadless), and converts 18,000 old-growth acres and 10,000 young-growth acres 

previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber lands. 

• Alternative 3 proposes a net decrease of about 1.1 million acres from roadless designation.  The 

majority of those (826,000) acres will continue to be managed for their wildland and roadless 

characteristics as congressionally designated LUD II areas.  The remaining acres removed from 

roadless designation include roughly 212,000 acres comprised of substantially altered areas and 

their logical operational extensions. Alternative 3 allocates about 8.1 million acres of the 

Tongass across three ARA Priorities (Watershed, Roadless and Community) and would convert 

76,000 old-growth acres and 14,000 young-growth acres previously identified as unsuitable 

timber lands to suitable timber lands. 

• Alternative 4 proposes a net decrease of about 343,000 acres from roadless designation 

comprised of substantially altered areas, their logical operational extensions, and selected 

additional locations for economic timber sales.  Alternative 4 allocates about 8.86 million acres 

of the Tongass to three ARA Priorities (LUD II, Roadless, and Timber).  The 749,000 acres 

allocated to the Timber Priority ARA category would allow for timber to be cut, sold, or 

removed and construction, reconstruction, or maintenance of permanent or temporary roads1.  

Alternative 4 converts roughly 158,000 old-growth acres and 15,000 young-growth acres 

previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber lands.   

• Alternative 5 would remove all Timber Development, Modified Landscape, and Scenic 

Viewshed LUDs identified by the 2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan (Forest 

Plan) from roadless designation and convert 165,000 old-growth acres and 17,000 young-growth 

acres previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timberlands.  Areas with 

mineral potential, as identified by the 2016 Forest Plan’s minerals overlay, are also removed 

from roadless designation under this alternative.  

• Alternative 6 is the Preferred Alternative and would exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless 

Rule.  This alternative proposes to remove roadless designations on all 9.2 million acres of IRAs 

in the Tongass.  Alternative 6 converts a net total of 165,000 old-growth acres and 20,000 

young-growth acres previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber lands and 

includes an administrative correction and modification provision that would only apply to the 

Chugach.  Importantly, existing Congressional directives and the 2016 Forest Plan would 

continue to govern activities in the Tongass. 

General Comments 

The 2001 Roadless Rule remains a national, one-size-fits-all regulation that inappropriately, and 

unlawfully, limits opportunities for Alaskans that live and work in the Tongass.  As such, the State, 

along with Alaska’s Congressional Delegation, has worked tirelessly over the consecutive terms of six 

governors (Democratic, Independent, and Republican) to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 

In January 2018, the State petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny Perdue for rulemaking to exempt the 

Tongass from the Roadless Rule in the interest of the socioeconomic well-being of its residents.  

Following acceptance of the State’s petition, the State and the USDA entered a Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU), in which the State agreed to assist the USDA, as a cooperating agency, in 

 
1 The 749,000 acres allocated to Timber Priority ARA are designated for development (e.g. Timber Production, Modified 

Landscape, or Scenic Viewshed) under provisions of the 2016 Forest Plan. 
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developing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance with NEPA.  Through Alaska 

Administrative Order 299, the State established the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee 

(Committee) to provide an opportunity for Southeast Alaskans to advise the State on the future 

management of IRAs in the Tongass. The Committee was charged with providing recommendations to 

assist the State in fulfilling its role as a cooperating agency under the MOU. 

Following review of the DEIS and consideration of the Committee’s input, the State continues to 

support fully exempting the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule, as described in the Preferred 

Alternative (Alternative 6) of the DEIS.  The Preferred Alternative is the most responsive action 

alternative to the State’s petition and would allow the UDSA, Forest Service the greatest flexibility to 

implement management decisions at the forest and regional levels, consistent with multiple-use and 

sustained yield principles, to address the unique challenges faced by the communities, residents, and 

industries that rely on the Tongass; consistent with Congressional directives.     

The Tongass is unique 

At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the largest forest in the National Forest System - covering an 

area larger than West Virginia and one of the world’s most important intact ecosystems.  Thirty-two 

communities are located within the forest boundaries, with roughly 72,000 residents.  The Tongass is 

home to the Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian peoples, who have lived in Southeast Alaska since time 

immemorial. The Tongass is also known as the “salmon forest”, and it is a source of great pride and 

passion for Alaskans. 

The U.S. Forest Service is governed by numerous federal laws including the Organic Administration 

Act, the Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act, and the National Forest Management Act.  Three Alaska-

specific federal laws significantly affect management of the Tongass: the Alaska National Interest Lands 

Conservation Act (ANILCA), the Tongass Timber Reform Act (TTRA), and the Carl Levin and Howard 

P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (FFY 2015 Defense 

Authorization Act).  In 1980, Congress passed ANILCA, which established more than 100 million acres 

of federal land across Alaska as new or expanded Conservation System Units (CSUs), including 14 

Wilderness Areas and two National Monuments in the Tongass.  Through ANILCA, Congress balanced 

the unprecedented scale of these designations with similarly unprecedented accommodations for 

Alaskans’ way of life and reliance on a resource-based economy.  Section 101(d) of ANILCA succinctly 

captures the intent of Congress to provide “sufficient protection for the national interest in the scenic, 

natural, cultural and environmental values on the public lands in Alaska, and at the same time [provide] 

adequate opportunity for satisfaction of the economic and social needs of the State of Alaska and its 

people.”  Congress included key provisions intended to ensure the balance established for Alaska in 

ANILCA could only be modified by a future act of Congress.2 While Congress has amended ANILCA 

 
2 ANILCA SEC. 1326. (a) No future executive branch action which withdraws more than five thousand 

acres, in the aggregate, of public lands within the State of Alaska shall be effective except by compliance 

with this subsection. To the extent authorized by existing law, the President or the Secretary may 

withdraw public lands in the State of Alaska exceeding five thousand acres in the aggregate, which 

withdrawal shall not become effective until notice is provided in the Federal Register and to both 

Houses of Congress. Such withdrawal shall terminate unless Congress passes a joint resolution of 

approval within one year after the notice of such withdrawal has been submitted to Congress. 

[Emphasis added] 

 

(b) No further studies of Federal lands in the State of Alaska for the single purpose of considering the 

establishment of a conservation system unit, national recreation area, national conservation areas or 
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numerous times through the TTRA and other subsequent legislation, the letter and intent of those key 

provisions remain intact. 

Through ANILCA, Congress also provided direction to assure the timber industry in Southeast Alaska 

would continue to provide economic benefit to local communities. Specifically, ANILCA Section 705 

required annual funding be made available to the Secretary of Agriculture to maintain a defined level of 

timber supply from the Tongass to support the dependent industry.  In 1990, the TTRA amended 

ANILCA Section 705 to require the Secretary “seek to provide a supply of timber from the Tongass 

National Forest which (1) meets the annual market demand for timber from such forest and (2) meets the 

market demand from such forest for each planning cycle”, to the extent consistent with providing for the 

multiple use and sustained yield of all renewable forest resources.  The TTRA also prohibited timber 

harvest within 100 feet of fish streams and established six additional Wilderness Areas and 12 LUD II 

areas, which are managed in a roadless state to retain their wildland character.  The FFY 2015 Defense 

Authorization Act finalized the outstanding Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act land entitlements of 

Sealaska Regional Native Corporation and established eight additional LUD II areas in the Tongass.  

The congressionally designated Wilderness and LUD II areas established and expanded through these 

laws protect the wilderness and roadless character of 6.8 million acres of the Tongass.  These statutory 

protections, along with the 2016 Forest Plan management prescriptions, provide the balance sought by 

Congress and allow for multiple use, sustained yield management to occur on the Tongass.  Application 

of the 2001 Roadless Rule, an administrative action, conflicts with and unnecessarily complicates the 

management regime established by Congress for the Tongass; it has stifled forest-level decision making 

processes; and it has significantly impacted the timber, mining, electric utility, and transportation sectors 

in the region by limiting access in and through remote areas of the Tongass and increasing uncertainty, 

cost, and delay in the permitting processes.  Resulting job losses, increased costs, and deferment of 

critical infrastructure projects have, in turn, negatively impacted Southeast Alaska communities.   

Socioeconomics impacts of the Roadless Rule 

The 2001 Roadless Rule significantly and disproportionately impacts the Southeast Alaska timber 

industry and rural communities.  Through the 1990s, an average annual harvest of nearly 250 million 

board feet (MMBF) of timber was supplied from the Tongass, supporting over 3,500 fulltime jobs, 

which supported families, schools, and local businesses.  Today, less than 350 timber industry jobs 

remain3. 

The 2001 Roadless Rule FEIS projected up to 895 jobs and up to $38.7 million in personal income 

would be lost following application of the 2001 Roadless Rule in the Tongass4.  Equally concerning, 

annual school enrollment has decreased by 3,400 students (23%) in the region since 1997.5.  Edna Bay, 

Elfin Cove, Hyder, Kasaan, Meyers Creek, and Whale Pass have each seen school closures since 1990, 

with all but one of these closures occurring since 2000.  Schools in Edna Bay, Hyder, Kasaan, and 

 

for related or similar purposes shall be conducted unless authorized by this Act or further Act of 

Congress. [Emphasis added] 
 

ANILCA SEC. 708. (b)(4) unless expressly authorized by Congress the Department of Agriculture shall 

not conduct any further statewide roadless area review and evaluation of National Forest System lands 

in the State of Alaska for the purpose of determining their suitability for inclusion in the National 

Wilderness Preservation System. [Emphasis added] 
 
3 Southeast Conference, Southeast Alaska by the Numbers 2019, p. 12 
4 2001 Roadless Rule FEIS, p. 3-380 
5 DEIS, p. 3-23 
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Whale Pass reopened by the 2014 school year.6,7  However, since that time schools have closed in Edna 

Bay (2015), Craig (2015), Port Protection (2017), and Tenakee Springs (2017). 8 Greater connectivity 

among Southeast communities will contribute positively to community sustainability, but the 2001 

Roadless Rule presents significant barriers to connecting communities in Southeast Alaska. 

Electric utility and transportation sectors have also faced significant challenges from the 2001 Roadless 

Rule, affecting important infrastructure projects that would connect communities through transmission 

lines, roads, and shorter ferry routes. 

Although mining industry jobs have increased steadily over the last decade due to the continued success 

of the Greens Creek Mine and operations starting at the Kensington Mine in 2010, surface access to 

mineral claims in inventoried roadless areas have been limited by the 2001 Roadless Rule, which has 

impacted the timing, scope and scale of mineral exploration in Southeast Alaska. 

Rather than acknowledging and evaluating the difficulties faced by applicants to secure approvals for 

roadbuilding or tree cutting activities in IRAs of the Tongass, the USDA has predominately dismissed 

the issue and instead highlighted 57 Alaska projects approved in IRAs.9 A closer evaluation by the State 

of these approvals revealed concerns that the information being provided to the public is misleading.  

The 38 mining projects noted by the USDA in their Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) document are 

not individual projects, as implied.  The 33 approvals for mineral activities in Tongass IRAs were issued 

to eight (8) individual project applicants over multiple years for continued mineral exploration.  None of 

the 33 approvals for mineral exploration authorized road building, and instead required applicants to rely 

on helicopters to support operations.  

The ROD for the Kake to Petersburg Intertie Project states “[t]he alternatives as initially proposed all 

included construction of a pioneer road along those sections of the proposed transmission line that do 

not follow existing roads, including locations within IRAs. The alternatives were modified during the 

alternative development process and pioneer roads are no longer proposed under any of the action 

alternatives, including the Selected Alternative.”10 

Another example of misleading information highlighted by USDA in their FAQ document is “the 

issuance of a road easement to the State of Alaska”, which relates to the Katlian Bay Road Project 

proposed by the DOT&PF.  However, the “land allocated for the Katlian Bay Road was through a 

Federal-State land exchange that included a transportation and utility easement for the Katlian Bay Road 

project corridor (PL-109-59; SAFETEALU Section 4407, D-1 Easement).11 The Section 4407 easement 

granted by Congress under Public Law 109-59 ensured that the Katlian Bay Road would be approved 

despite the regulatory prohibitions to roadbuilding found in the 2001 Roadless Rule.        

In addition to the barriers the 2001 Roadless Rule presents potential developers and investors, IRAs 

have also become important to outfitters and guides, small cruise vessels, and other visitor industry 

 
6 2016 Forest Plan, FEIS, p. 3-542 
7 Data compiled by Department of Commerce, Community and Economic Development (12/12/19) from Department of 

Education and Early Development (FY1999-FY2019 School Closures; updated 10/1/19) 
8 Data compiled by Department of Commerce, Community and Economic Development (12/12/19) from Department of 

Education and Early Development (FY1999-FY2019 School Closures; updated 10/1/19) 
9 USDA (September 2018), Frequently Asked Questions Regarding Inventoried Roadless Areas. Available at 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd595403.pdf 
10 USDA, Forest Service (November 2016), Final Record of Decision, Kake to Petersburg Transmission Line Intertie Project, 

Tongass National Forest.  Available at https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/66847_FSPLT3_3908226.pdf 
11 ADOT&PF (January 2018). Katlian Bay Road Project Environmental Document.  Available at 

http://dot.alaska.gov/sereg/projects/sitka_katlianbayroad/assets/Katlian_EA.pdf 
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stakeholders due to their relative accessibility compared to the restrictive management of statutorily 

designated wilderness areas in the Tongass.  This increased reliance by visitor industry users of IRAs 

has created public expectations that may not align with management directions of the 2016 Forest Plan 

for the development land base.  The State believes these competing uses can be effectively managed 

through forest and regional-level decision making processes under the 2016 Forest Plan, but not under 

the rigid 2001 Roadless Rule prohibitions.  For example, roads and visitor-related facilities in the 

Remote Recreation and other non-development LUDs could provide for greater distribution of 

recreational uses in areas of the Tongass that may provide experiences similar to those one could expect 

in statutory wilderness areas, while at the same time not competing with timber production and other 

commercial uses that are restricted to an extremely limited portion of the Tongass. Unfortunately, such 

an approach is not possible while the command and control prohibitions with limited exceptions under 

the 2001 Roadless Rule are applied to the Tongass. 

The socioeconomic impacts of the 2001 Roadless Rule are disproportionally significant and create 

challenges that cannot be adequately addressed locally or regionally through project or forest-level 

planning.  The State supports the growth experienced in the visitor (2,133 jobs added)12 and mining (353 

jobs added) 13 sectors in the Southeast Alaska region between 2010 and 2018.  However, rural 

communities have borne the costs from a national policy that should never have been applied to the 

Tongass.  Success of Southeast Alaska communities depends on a diversified regional economy.  

Connectivity – whether by roads or utilities – is a critical component of sustainability.  Through a 

combination of statutory and management plan protections, the Tongass can effectively manage for 

environmental, social, and economic outputs that contribute to the overall wellbeing of Southeast Alaska 

and the Nation.  

In summary, the 2001 Roadless Rule projected a loss of 895 jobs in Southeast Alaska.  Instead, the 

region has lost over 3,000 jobs in just one economic sector.  Since 2010, two sectors (notable bright 

spots in the Southeast economy) added just under 2,500 jobs but were likely greatly inhibited by the 

bureaucratic hurdles imposed on the Tongass.  A decrease of 23% of K-12 students is directly related to 

the timber sector’s job losses.  The 2001 Roadless Rule has placed such a burden on the region that few 

economic sectors have grown sufficiently, even over decades, to ensure a vibrant future for the 

Southeast region of Alaska. 

Transportation and Utility Infrastructure 

Congress recognized Alaska’s lack of roads and infrastructure in Title XI of ANILCA and established a 

process to ensure proposed transportation and utility projects that affect CSUs would be fairly 

considered and not summarily dismissed by federal land management agencies otherwise tasked with 

protecting CSUs, including designated Wilderness.   

FINDINGS 

ANILCA SEC. 1101. Congress finds that - (a) Alaska's transportation and utility network is 

largely undeveloped and the future needs for transportation and utility systems in Alaska 

would best be identified and provided for through an orderly, continuous decision-making 

process involving the State and Federal Governments and the public;…[Emphasis added]  

Ironically, this assurance does not apply to IRAs in Alaska because they are not congressionally 

designated CSUs.  This conundrum of an administratively designated area having greater restrictions 

than a congressionally designated area is also found in the administratively designated “eligible” Wild, 

 
12 Comparison of Southeast by the Numbers 2013 and 2019; published for Southeast Conference by Rain Coast Data.  
13 Comparison of Southeast by the Numbers 2013 and 2019; published for Southeast Conference by Rain Coast Data.  
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Scenic, and Recreational Rivers LUDs and areas that have been found suitable and recommended for 

Wilderness designation, which are all managed under the 2016 Forest Plan as if they are CSUs with 

development restrictions but no Title XI process for development approval.  Additionally, the limited 

exceptions included in the 2001 Roadless Rule14 are much narrower than the decision criteria identified 

by Congress in the ANILCA Title XI process15. As a result, the 2001 Roadless Rule circumvents the 

clear congressional intent in ANILCA to allow the State and local communities to develop needed roads 

and infrastructure. 

The 2003 Tongass Exemption Rule 

In a 2003 ROD, the USDA promulgated a regulation (Tongass Exemption) exempting the Tongass from 

the 2001 Roadless Rule, in which the USDA provided in-depth analysis of the requirements and 

limitations of TTRA and ANILCA if the Roadless Rule were applied to the Tongass.  After thorough 

statutory analysis, the USDA concluded that the best way to implement the spirit and the letter of these 

laws was to exempt the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  Furthermore, the USDA concluded that 

exempting the Tongass was not only consistent with the intent of Congress but was also sound 

management, because roadless values in the Tongass are adequately protected without the additional 

restrictions included in the 2001 Roadless Rule. The USDA stated that roadless areas are common, not 

rare, in the Tongass, and the vast majority of the more than nine million acres of IRAs have restrictions 

on road building and timber harvest, irrespective of the 2001 Roadless Rule16.  

In the 2003 decision to exempt the Tongass, the USDA weighed the value of imposing unnecessary 

additional restrictions against the very significant social and economic costs to Southeast Alaska that 

were disclosed in the 2001 Roadless Rule decisional documents. Upon considering these facts, the 

USDA concluded in the 2003 Tongass Exemption that the needs of the people of Alaska outweighed 

adding more restrictions when IRAs in the Tongass are adequately protected without the 2001 Roadless 

Rule. 

After the Tongass Exemption was challenged in 2009, the USDA aggressively defended the rule in its 

2010 opening brief before the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska. The USDA argued that 

"the Tongass Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, supported by the evidence" and that after 

reconsidering the same economic, social and environmental factors considered in the 2001 ROD, the 

USDA concluded that "the roadless values on the Tongass could be protected and social and economic 

impacts minimized by exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule.”17 

The District Court nevertheless invalidated the Tongass Exemption, but upon appeal, a three-judge panel 

of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals reversed and upheld the Tongass Exemption. However, in a 6-5 en 

banc decision, the Ninth Circuit struck down the Tongass Exemption on a procedural ruling, holding 

that the USDA failed to adequately explain its change of position from the 2001 Roadless Rule to the 

2003 Tongass Exemption. The Court did not find any substantive legal infirmities with the Tongass 

Exemption, that is, the Court did not hold that the USDA analysis or rationale could not support 

exempting the Tongass, nor that the USDA reached the wrong decision, but only that the USDA failed 

to provide an adequate explanation of its change of position from 2001 to 2003. No judge questioned the 

 
14 36 CFR 294.12(b) 
15 Section 1104(g)(2) 
16 Final Rule and Record of Decision, Federal Register Vol. 68, No. 249, December 30, 2003, p. 75136-75146 
17 Federal Defendants’ Brief in Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgement and in Support of Defendants’ 

Cross-Motion for Summary Judgement, Case No. 1:09-cv-00023-JWS 
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fact that the USDA had a right to change position on exempting the Tongass, if the change was 

adequately explained. 

Given that the No Action" alternative (Alternative 1) in this rulemaking was judicially reinstated and not 

the product of a new decision by the USDA, the State recommends the USDA analyze, and adequality 

explain in the FEIS and ROD, the degree to which the Proposed/Selected Alternative differs from the 

last position taken by the USDA under the 2003 Tongass Exemption Rule.  The State further 

recommends that the USDA adequately explain its change in position from the 2001 Roadless Rule to 

the Final Rule promulgated by this rulemaking. 

The State supports and appreciates that the USDA is once again reviewing application of the 2001 

Roadless Rule and proposing to fully exempt the Tongass.  The USDA’s reasoning to exempt the 

Tongass in 2003, as well as the USDA’s arguments defending its decision, remains valid today and 

should be made part of the administrative record for this rulemaking to inform the Responsible 

Official’s consideration of the Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and the Preferred Alternative described 

in the DEIS.  A recent unanimous ruling by the United States Supreme Court in Sturgeon v. Frost18 

repeatedly reminded the federal government that Alaska is unique, and should be “the exception, not the 

rule.”  The same holds true for the 2001 Roadless Rule and its application to the Tongass.   

Comments Specific to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Purpose and Need 

Without explanation, the stated purpose and need in the DEIS omits the following language from the 

initial purpose and need statement published in the Notice of Intent (NOI)19 for this rulemaking: 

The State of Alaska believes that roadless conservation interests for the Tongass National Forest 

can be adequately protected under the Tongass Land Management Plan and that the 2001 

Roadless Rule prohibitions are unnecessary. In addition, the State believes application of the 

2001 Roadless Rule substantially impacts the social and economic fabric of southeast Alaska 

and violates ANILCA and TTRA. 

In response to the State’s petition, commercial and non-profit organizations have expressed 

strong opinions, for and against, the idea of a regulatory review. 

The omitted language provides important context to the purpose and need for rulemaking, particularly 

with respect to the role of the 2016 Forest Plan in managing those portions of the Tongass where 

roadless designations would be removed under Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 and the need to comply with 

ANILCA and TTRA. 

Procedurally, the USDA’s decision to truncate the purpose and need statement between the NOI and the 

DEIS appears arbitrary due to the lack of any explanation and may affect applicability of the Preferred 

Alternative due to the change in scope.  The State requests that the complete purpose and need statement 

published in the NOI for this rulemaking be restated in the FEIS. 

Background 

The State disagrees with the statement “[t]he Forest Service and the State of Alaska believe that the 

proposed action represents a unique opportunity to collaboratively resolve and provide certainty to the 

roadless issue in the State of Alaska.”20  The proposed rulemaking does not provide statewide relief 

from the 2001 Roadless Rule, and the State believes that the provisions in the proposed rulemaking that 

 
18 139 S. Ct. 1066 (2019) 
19 Federal Register Vol. 83, No. 169, p. 44252-44253 
20 DEIS, p. 1-1 and ES-2 
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would apply to the Chugach are outside the scope of the purpose and need (see next section for details).  

The State requests that the USDA revise this statement in the FEIS to read “the Forest Service and the 

State of Alaska believe that the proposed action represents one opportunity to collaboratively address 

and provide certainty to roadless issues in the Tongass.”   

Proposed Alaska Roadless Boundary Correction and Modification Provisions 

Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5 include administrative correction and modification provisions for inclusion in 

the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to provide for future boundary and classification changes. This 

provision would apply to both the Tongass and the Chugach. This same provision is included in 

Alternative 6, but only for the Chugach. 21    

The DEIS purpose and need statement is limited to the Tongass.  Therefore, the proposed provision for 

future boundary and classification changes on the Chugach does not adequately respond to the purpose 

of or need for action.  The State recommends that the USDA remove this proposed provision from 

application to the Chugach under the Alaska Roadless Rule and propose it through separate rulemaking 

as a revision to the 2001 Roadless Rule, as the need for making administrative corrections and 

modifications for future boundary and classification changes to IRAs is not limited to any individual 

national forest or state.  

If promulgated under any rulemaking, a definition for the terms “minor boundary change” and “minor 

administrative corrections” should be included.      

2016 Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan 

Approximately 55% of the forested land in the Tongass (approximately 5.5 million acres) is classified as 

productive forest land; these lands are considered biologically capable of producing industrial wood 

products.  Approximately 500,000 acres of the productive forest lands on the Tongass have been 

converted to young-growth forest due to harvest or other disturbances such as fire or wind. This equates 

to approximately three percent of the total Tongass land base and nine percent of the productive forest 

lands and represents approximately 15 billion board feet of harvested timber22. However, only half of 

the total young-growth forest is available for harvest under the 2016 Forest Plan, as the remainder of the 

young-growth forest acres are managed in non-development LUDs or otherwise not available for harvest 

due to 2016 Forest Plan standards and guidelines. 

In addition to productive forest lands, the Tongass includes approximately 4.6 million acres of 

unproductive forest. These are lands that are not capable of producing industrial forest products, but are 

important for watershed protection, wildlife habitat, recreation, scenic values and other multiple use 

purposes.  

Under the 2016 Forest Plan, about 560,000 acres of forest lands are identified as suited for timber 

production.  The U.S. Forest Service projects about 23,000 acres of old-growth and 43,000 acres of 

young-growth will be harvested in the first 25 years of plan implementation from these lands.  One 

hundred years following implementation, the U.S. Forest Service projects that about 42,000 acres of old-

growth and 280,000 acres of young-growth could be harvested from these lands.23  This equates to only 

nine percent of the original productive old-growth forest being harvested over the next 100 years; thus, 

retaining 91% for future generations.  Moreover, the 2016 Forest Plan anticipates 6,100 total miles of 

 
21 DEIS, p. 2-3 and 2-4. 
22 FEIS, 2016 Forest Plan, p. 3-328 
23 ROD, 2016 Forest Plan, Table 1, p. 9  
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roads to exist on the Tongass by 2095; substantially fewer than the 8,500 total miles of roads anticipated 

under the 1997 Forest Plan.24 

The Preferred Alternative (Alternative 6) for the Alaska Roadless Rule proposes to exempt the Tongass 

from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  If implemented, the roughly nine million acres currently inventoried as 

roadless areas would continue to be managed under the 2016 Forest Plan and statutory laws that provide 

lasting protections for roadless values.  Alternative 6 would add about 165,000 old-growth acres and 

20,000 young-growth acres to the land base suitable for timber production.  Although the DEIS projects 

harvest on these additional suitable acres would be about 18,000 acres over 100 years, none of the action 

alternatives for the Alaska Roadless Rule would result in changes to the timber objectives of the 2016 

Forest Plan, including the current projected timber sale quantity (PTSQ) of 46 million board feet 

(MMBF) annually and transitioning to primarily young-growth harvest within the next 15 years. This 

Young-Growth Transition Strategy is enumerated in the 2016 Forest Plan and implements the intent of 

then-Secretary of Agriculture Thomas Vilsack25 to transition the Tongass to a young-growth-based 

timber program in 10 to 15 years, more rapidly than considered in the 2008 Forest Plan26. 

The degree to which the 2016 Forest Plan may contribute to maintaining roadless area characteristics is 

not adequately evaluated or described in detail in the DEIS27.  For the FEIS, the State recommends the 

USDA analyze and adequately discuss aspects of the 2016 Forest Plan that will direct management for 

areas removed from roadless designations under Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 and contribute to 

maintaining roadless characteristics.  We note that the 2016 Forest Plan’s removal of the Transportation 

and Utility System (TUS) LUD is widely considered as an additional impediment to road building in the 

Tongass, as fully explained by the many comments and objections to the 2016 Forest Plan revision.  

Rather than having a TUS LUD corridor become the dominant LUD once a road or utility project is 

fully permitted, as was the case under previous Tongass management plans, under the 2016 Forest Plan 

road or utility projects must conform to the requirements of every LUD crossed by a proposed linear 

project.  The removal of the TUS LUD from the 2016 Forest Plan substantially increases the number of 

approval conditions a project must receive and raises the risks that a project may never be developed.  

The Roadless Priority ARA is a step forward from the 2016 Forest Plan’s Transportation Systems 

Direction and may improve the possibility of beneficial road projects being approved, which was lost 

with the removal of the TUS LUD.  However, conflicts between administrative (2016 Forest Plan) and 

regulatory (Alaska Roadless Rule) management objectives related to roads would persist. 

Likewise, Chapter 3 of the DEIS does not accurately describe the current limitations on the construction, 

operation and maintenance of roads and utilities connecting the communities of Southeast Alaska. For 

instance, the DEIS repeatedly states that the 2001 Roadless Rule provides an exception for Federal Aid 

Highway projects.28 That exception is only available when “no other reasonable or prudent alternative 

exists.”29  Since Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine transportation systems have consistently 

been considered reasonable or prudent alternatives despite significantly higher lifetime costs and lower 

reliability compared to roads.  The FEIS should also note that the vast majority of the State’s current 

projects to connect Southeast Alaska communities are State-funded and cannot qualify for the Federal 

Aid Highway exemption, which is the same situation faced by communities, utilities, and developers in 

Southeast Alaska.  The DEIS also downplays the difficulties faced by utilities installing transmission 

 
24 ROD, 2016 Forest Plan, p. 22 
25 Memorandum 1044-009, Addressing Sustainable Forestry in Southeast Alaska; USDA. 2013. 
26 2016 Forest Plan FEIS, p. 1-1. 
27 The State filed objections to the 2016 Tongass Forest Plan.  To the extent that the State discusses the 2016 Forest Plan 

here, the State's comments are intended only to aid in this rulemaking.  The State maintains its objections to the 2016 Forest 

Plan. 
28 DEIS, p. 2-22, 3-51, and 3-145 
29 36 C.F.R 294.12(b)(6) 
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lines. A more accurate description would let the public know that the Roadless Rule functionally 

prohibits the installation of transmissions lines, except in the very limited circumstance where the lines 

can be installed and maintained by helicopter or other non-road access methods (see also Appendix G 

comments below). 

In several sections of Chapter 3, Environmental Effects, of the DEIS the mitigating effects of the 2016 

Forest Plan are discussed with respect to aspects of each alternative and key issue, but a more 

comprehensive discussion of the degree to which the 2016 Forest Plan may contribute to maintaining 

roadless area characteristics, values, and functions in the Tongass seems lacking.  For example, the 

section on Tongass Forest Plan Old-growth Habitat Conservation Strategy30 provides a concise 

summary of how old-growth habitats are maintained through a network of reserves on the Tongass to 

protect species that have the highest viability concerns, and how components of the old-growth 

ecosystem are maintained through 2016 Forest Plan standards and guidelines designed to provide 

important ecological functions in areas outside the reserve network.  Unfortunately, there appears to be 

little correlation described in the DEIS of protections to roadless area characteristics, which are also 

maintained by the same conservation strategy.  Similar examples can be found when evaluating the 

Young-growth Transition Strategy, Tongass Timber Sale Program Adaptive Management Strategy, 

Tongass 77 Watersheds, The Nature Conservancy / Audubon Conservation Priority Areas, non-

development land use designations, forest-wide standards and guidelines and other 2016 Forest Plan 

components that limit commercial timber harvest and road construction, reconstruction, or maintenance 

activities on the Tongass.  The State recommends that the FEIS include a section that summarizes the 

various analyses found throughout the DEIS related to those components of the 2016 Forest Plan that 

may contribute to maintaining roadless area characteristics, values, and functions in the future for areas 

removed from designation under the 2001 Roadless Rule, as proposed in Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

Key Issue 1 – Roadless Area Conservation 

Pursuant to Alaska Administrative Order 299, the State convened the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen 

Advisory Committee (Committee) in September 2018.  Thirteen Committee members represent diversity 

of perspectives, including Alaska Native corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, conservation, tourism, 

utilities, mining, transportation, local government, and the Alaska Division of Forestry. A U.S. Forest 

Service representative serves in an ex officio capacity to provide technical expertise for the Committee’s 

deliberations. The Committee was facilitated by Meridian Institute, a non- profit organization that helps 

people solve complex and often controversial problems, make informed decisions, and implement 

solutions that improve lives, the economy, and the environment31. 

In their Final Report to the Governor and State Forester (November 21, 2018)32, the Committee 

determined that the 2001 Roadless Rule characteristics “do not align with the unique characteristics 

found in Alaska.”  Instead, the Committee found that the unique roadless characteristics represented by 

the roadless areas in the Tongass include the following33: 

• Alaska Native people who have been on this land for more than 10,000 years, and for whom 

this place has cultural and spiritual significance. The use of places, sites, waters, structures, 

resources, and objects are historically significant in the beliefs, customs, practices, and 

perpetuation of the culture(s) of communities and indigenous peoples of the area. While the 

 
30 DEIS, p. 3-59 
31 Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, Final Report to the Governor and State Forester, State of Alaska, 

November 21, 2018, p. 1-2 
32 Submitted to the USDA by the State on November 23, 2018 as an enclosure to the State’s cooperating agency comments 

on Preliminary DEIS Chapter 2. 
33 Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, Final Report to the Governor and State Forester, State of Alaska, 

November 21, 2018, p. 4-5 
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Alaska Native people now share this place with other residents, it is critical that they 

continue to have the ability to sustain their cultures and their communities through 

economic, social, and cultural opportunities. 

• Expansive areas where high quality intact habitat exist and ecosystems function with all of 

their native species and components; there are no listed or endangered species; and invasive 

species are generally not present. These areas function as biological strongholds and refuges 

for many species, harbor a diversity of plant and animal communities, and serve as a globally 

significant example of a temperate rainforest ecosystem that is both utilized and conserved by 

the people that live within and adjacent to it. Species exist in Alaska Roadless Areas34 that are 

endangered, threatened, or reduced in other places on the continent. 

• Opportunities for economic development of visitor industry products, including remote- 

setting guided nature tours to view wildlife, hunt, fish, and hike. Alaska Roadless Areas 

contribute to a regional resource of undeveloped lands that are an important resource for a 

segment of the visitor sector – an important component of the matrix of Tongass lands that 

provide opportunity for medium to larger groups to go ashore in a wilderness-type setting. 

The intact ecological systems in these areas, with natural settings and iconic fish and wildlife, 

are a draw for visitors. 

• Stands of old growth forests. These old growth forests are nationally and globally significant 

because they exist in quantities and extensions in Alaska like few other places on the planet. 

They support subsistence and traditional hunting and gathering, unique plant and wildlife 

populations, a significant volume of sequestered carbon and forest/soil processes that mitigate 

climate change and represent a globally significant reference landscape and intact old growth 

forest ecosystem. 

• Multiple species of fish (including salmon) harvested for subsistence and personal use, 

commercial fisheries, and tourism and guided recreational fishing. Salmon, trout, char, and 

hooligan of the Tongass National Forest are harvested in subsistence fisheries and for 

personal use by local residents. Salmon and trout are also the basis of tourism and guided 

fisheries enjoyed by thousands of visitors, supporting hundreds of tourism and support 

businesses. The commercial fisheries derived from Tongass streams and rivers produce a 

significant proportion of the total Alaska salmon harvest, and support fishing and processing 

jobs for thousands of local residents and nonresidents. 

• High-quality scenery, especially scenery with natural-appearing landscapes, is a 

primary quality that people value in Alaska Roadless Areas. Quality scenery 

contributes directly to the quality of life and recreation opportunities for residents, 

property owners, and visitors. 

• Watersheds that are important sources of public drinking water and water sources for fish 

and aquatic resources, including hatcheries. State regulations are currently enforced and 

applied using the most restrictive standard for water quality criterion as listed in 18 AAC 70. 

Careful management of these watersheds is crucial in maintaining the flow of clean water to 

local communities, and to support continued production of fisheries and aquatic food webs. 

• An important source of subsistence resources for Alaskans. Roadless Areas are rich in 

important subsistence resources, including game, fish, and foraging resources for those 

residents whose use and access rights are specifically recognized and guaranteed by the 

Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA). 

 
34 In this context, Alaska Roadless Areas are the same 9.2 million acres of Inventoried Roadless Areas in the Tongass  
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• A major source of economic activity for Southeast Alaskans. The Tongass National Forest 

surrounds 34 communities and approximately 73,000 year-round residents. These residents 

heavily rely on Roadless Areas for economic activities, including mining, visitor products, 

ocean products, forest products, energy production, and other economic activities.    

Some Committee members raised concerns to the State that the USDA, Forest Service did not alter the 

definition of roadless areas in the DEIS or consider implementing an Alaska-specific definition for 

roadless areas, even though such areas in Alaska have specific, unique characteristics that set them apart 

from IRAs in the lower 48.35 A summary of feedback from individual interviews with Committee 

members by Meridian Institute is enclosed.  Interviews were conducted in December 2019. 

The State recommends that the FEIS include an evaluation and adequate discussion of the roadless area 

characteristics developed by the Committee for this rulemaking.  These characteristics provide greater 

specificity than the 2001 Roadless Rule Characteristics, Modified for Alaska36 presented and discussed 

in the DEIS.  It should be noted, this is a state specific rule making process and these important and 

widely supported recommendations are not provided adequate weight and inclusion in the DEIS. 

Key Issue 2 - Support Local and Regional Socioeconomic Well-being, Alaska Native Culture, Rural 

Subsistence Activities, and Economic Opportunity Across Multiple Economic Sectors 

In general, the discussion of Key Issue 2 in the DEIS downplays the critical importance of resource 

extraction and the associated increased economic opportunities that resource extraction may bring to 

communities in Alaska.  The State recommends the FEIS expand on the contributions resource 

extraction sectors makes to local and regional economies.  

To better evaluate and understand the potential availability of economic timber resources to support and 

maintain a viable timber industry in the Tongass, the State contracted with the Alaska Forest Association 

(AFA) to analyze each alternative described in the DEIS for this rulemaking (see enclosed report).  The 

AFA concluded, in part, that “[n]o matter the alternative selected in the Record of Decision for the 

“Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas” at least 82 out of every 100 acres of suitable old growth forest 

within the Tongass National Forest will not be available to maintain the existing timber industry through 

transition.”37   

Mining and Mineral Development 

The DEIS states, “The right of access is guaranteed and is not at the discretion of the Forest Service.  

Exploration, mining, and mineral processing activities, including road construction and reconstruction, 

are presently allowed in IRAs and would continue to be allowed under all alternatives.”38  It is the 

State’s understanding that the question regarding access to mineral resources in IRAs is not one of 

whether a right exists, but rather the significant discretion used by the U.S. Forest Service in 

determining what is “reasonable” access. 

Although Alternatives 1 through 5 for the Alaska Roadless Rule include an exception to the prohibition 

on road construction in IRAs when “A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as 

provided for by statute or treaty”, there is no apparent criteria to guide the Responsible Official for 

determining when a road is needed to support mineral exploration or development.  Therefore, the 

 
35 Meridian Institute, (December 2019). Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee: Summary of Feedback on the 

Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
36 Table 3.1-1 and DEIS p. 3-7 through 3-12 
37 Alaska Forest Association (December 2019). Alaska State Specific Rulemaking: Analysis of Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement Alternatives to Determine Economic Timber Acreage and Volume by Geographic Areas in the Tongass National 

Forest. 
38 DEIS, p. 3-50 and 3-51. 
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question or issue of what constitutes “reasonable access” is subjective and at the discretion of the 

Responsible Official despite the “right of access” afforded under the 1872 Mining Law and ANILCA. 

In scoping comments39, a broad coalition of entities discussed the issue of road access for mineral 

exploration and development in Alaska-specific IRAs, provided a number of examples of where the 

discretion used by the U.S. Forest Service has limited such road access, and recommended using 36 

C.F.R. Part 228 for authorizing roads for access to mineral resources in Tongass IRAs, just as it is used 

in non-IRA.  Similarly, the Committee also recommended the U.S. Forest Service use its existing 

regulations under 36 C.F.R Part 228 for approving mineral-related roads in roadless areas of the Tongass 

(see Recommended exceptions for road construction, reconstruction, or maintenance in ARAs below).  

The State recommends that the FEIS acknowledge that the relevant issue regarding mineral exploration 

and development in IRAs under the 2001 Roadless Rule is determining what constitutes “reasonable 

access”, and that roaded access to mineral resources, especially during the early and intermediate 

exploration phases, has been restricted to non-roaded access in IRAs of the Tongass due to the discretion 

afforded the Responsible Official under the 2001 Roadless Rule.  The State supports the use of 36 C.F.R 

Part 228 for determining the minimum level of environmental protections roaded access to mineral 

resources must attain in its design before it is authorized by the U.S. Forest Service.  

Leasable Minerals 

Prohibiting roadbuilding for new leasable mineral projects through rulemaking (e.g. oil, gas, coal, or 

geothermal) in either IRAs (Alternative 1) or ARAs (Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5)40 effectively precludes 

these uses and constitutes a withdrawal of federal lands. 

ANILCA Section 1326(a) prevents future administrative withdrawals over 5,000 acres in the aggregate, 

unless authorized by Congress. 

 

FUTURE EXECUTIVE ACTIONS 

 

ANILCA SEC. 1326. (a) No future executive branch action which withdraws more than five 

thousand acres, in the aggregate, of public lands within the State of Alaska shall be effective 

except by compliance with this subsection. To the extent authorized by existing law, the President 

or the Secretary may withdraw public lands in the State of Alaska exceeding five thousand acres 

in the aggregate, which withdrawal shall not become effective until notice is provided in the 

Federal Register and to both Houses of Congress. Such withdrawal shall terminate unless 

Congress passes a joint resolution of approval within one year after the notice of such 

withdrawal has been submitted to Congress. [Emphasis added] 

 

The Selected Alternative in the ROD and the Final Alaska Roadless Rule must comply with ANILCA, 

TTRA, and other applicable laws. 

Key Issue 3 – Conserve Terrestrial Habitat, Aquatic Habitat, and Biological Diversity 

The State generally agrees with the following conclusion in the DEIS related to cumulative effects: 

Overall, biological diversity on the Tongass and in Southeast Alaska remains in good condition 

and the landscape continues to be dominated by old-growth forest ecosystems. As development 

 
39 Crocket, D., MacKinnon, N., Dahl, C., Venerables, R., Graham, O., Starkey, C., Acteson, T., & Hall, M. (2018). Scoping 

comments on proposed rulemaking for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule; submitted to Ken Tu (USDA, Forest Service) Oct. 15, 

2018 
40 DEIS, p. 3-51 
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continues through timber harvest and associated activities such as road building, mining 

activities, energy development, and community expansion, particularly in areas where extensive 

development has already occurred (i.e., Prince of Wales Island), maintaining connectivity and 

roadless refugia will become increasingly important, particularly for wide-ranging species 

whose distribution depends on some level of connectivity across the landscape. In addition, the 

management of human resources will continue to play a role in maintaining biological diversity 

across the Tongass. Within the Tongass boundary, the Old-growth Habitat Conservation 

Strategy was designed to address the more extensive harvest on non-NFS lands through the old-

growth reserve system and Forest-wide standards and guidelines, both of which were intended to 

maintain ecological components needed to maintain the ecological integrity important to a 

variety of organisms and maintain connectivity across the landscape, with or without much 

contribution from non-NFS lands. The overall Old-growth Habitat Conservation Strategy 

approach was developed prior to roadless designations and would be maintained regardless of 

the alternative selected. 

In addition to the Old-Growth Habitat Conservation Strategy, other aspects of the 2016 Forest Plan will 

contribute positively to the maintenance of roadless characteristics, values, and functions in the Tongass 

and should be discussed in greater detail in the FEIS (see Forest Plan comments above). 

Appendix G: Draft Roadless Rule Regulatory Language 

The State appreciates USDA’s efforts to incorporate the 16 exceptions recommended by the Committee 

and submitted by the State to the USDA41 for inclusion in the Alaska Roadless Rule.42 Although the 

drafted roadless rule language43 for Alternatives 2 through 5 propose additional exceptions for timber 

cutting, sale, or removal and road construction, reconstruction or maintenance – beyond what is 

currently afforded under the 2001 Roadless Rule – the language of the proposed exceptions repeatedly 

use two phrases that undermine the exceptions and fail to address the inherent uncertainty as to whether 

the exceptions will be applied fairly or consistently in practice by the Responsible Official.     

First, Alternatives 2 through 5 use the phrase “no other feasible alternative,” whereas the 2001 Roadless 

Rule uses the phrase “no other reasonable and prudent alternative.”  The 2001 Roadless Rule is 

currently unworkable in Southeast Alaska as marine or helicopter access alternatives can always be 

suggested to prevent road or utility construction; however, the proposed language exacerbates the 

problem by using the term feasible—which could prevent road building anytime a project could be built 

without a road—without regard to cost or practicability that arguably are considerations in the current 

‘reasonable and prudent’ standard.  For any Alaska Roadless Rule, any prerequisite of an unavailable 

alternative means of access should be eliminated, as that requirement obliterates any exception since 

Southeast Alaska largely consists of a group of islands that can be accessed by boat or helicopter.   

Another condition that cancels out the USDA’s proposed exceptions is that nearly all of the USDA’s 

rephrased recommendations from the Committee have added a preliminary decision by the Responsible 

Official that “[a] road is needed for …”  This, again, gives the Forest Service unlimited discretion to 

reject a road project on a finding that a road is not needed.  The Committee’s recommendations for when 

a road could be constructed or reconstructed were clearly written to apply when certain circumstances 

are met—without any preliminary decision by the Forest Service of whether marine or helicopter access 

made the road unnecessary. 

 
41 Submitted to the USDA by the State on November 23, 2018 as an enclosure to the State’s cooperating agency comments 

on Preliminary DEIS Chapter 2. 
42 Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, Final Report to the Governor and State Forester, State of Alaska, 

November 21, 2018, p. 8-9 
43 DEIS, Appendix G  
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The proposed regulations implementing alternatives 2 through 5 must also be consistent with provisions 

in ANILCA that apply to public lands. For example, on all public lands where the taking of fish and 

wildlife is permitted, ANILCA Section 1316 allows for temporary campsites, tent platforms, shelters, 

and other temporary facilities and equipment. As currently drafted, 36 CFR 294.54(a) under alternatives 

2-5 would preclude tree cutting associated with ANILCA Section 1316, effectively precluding this 

allowance altogether. Similarly, the exceptions listed in subsection (c)(2) and (d)(3) for Alaska Native 

customary and traditional uses should not be limited to Watershed Priority ARAs or Roadless Priority 

ARAs, as subsistence use is allowed on all public lands. 

Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee Recommendations 

Many Committee members feel that their recommendations were not carefully considered and/or 

reflected in the DEIS, particularly the exceptions language that the Committee had agreed should be 

applied to any option or alternative put forward. The Committee’s recommended exceptions considered 

specific resource uses that the Committee saw as critical for community livelihoods and socioeconomic 

wellbeing in the Tongass. Several Committee members felt the omission of these exceptions made all of 

the DEIS alternatives less viable as long-term, durable solutions that reflect community needs.44  A 

summary of feedback from the Committee in response to the DEIS is enclosed. 

The State once again requests that the USDA adopt all of the Committee’s exceptions into the draft 

language for Alternatives 2 through 5, without additional conditions or open-ended Forest Service 

discretion to reject proposed road building, to more clearly define activities that are excepted from the 

proposed general prohibitions:  

Recommended exceptions for timber cutting, sale, or removal in ARAs 

1. Mining Exploration and Development. While “reasonable access” is technically permitted in 

IRAs, cutting and removal of trees associated with mining exploration and development does 

not appear to be allowed. 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b)(2) authorizes the cutting or removal of trees 

“incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by this 

subpart.” The necessary level of exploration to develop a mine on the Tongass National Forest 

requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development would typically require even 

more cutting and removal of trees. 

However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule of what this 

section authorizes.45 Moreover, in describing this section the 2001 Rule states: “Such 

management activities are expected to be rare and to focus on small diameter trees.”46 

Accordingly, a new exception for Alaska-specific rulemaking be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b): 

The cutting and removal of trees in connection with mineral exploration and mine development 

is authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine development were 

being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. Cutting and removal of trees may be sold 

and/or utilized on the project. 

2. Hydroelectric and Other Renewable Energy Infrastructure and Transmission Infrastructure 

Development. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for hydroelectric 

and other renewable energy projects and related infrastructure be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

 
44 Meridian Institute, (December 2019). Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee: Summary of Feedback on the 

Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
45 2001 Roadless Rule., at page 3258. 
46 2001 Roadless Rule., at page 3257. 
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The cutting and removal of trees incidental to the construction and maintenance of hydroelectric 

and other renewable energy projects and related infrastructure, including transmission, is 

authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

3. Forest Health. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for Forest Health 

be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of hazard trees that reduce 

risk to the public, blowdown/windfall management, and/or insect and disease management, is 

authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

4. Alaska Native Culture. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for Alaska 

Native Culture be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom and traditional uses is 

authorized. 

5. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Committee recommends that the following new 

exception for fish and wildlife habitat be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is authorized. Such 

trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

6. Road Building. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for road building 

be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 36 C.F.R § 294.12) 

is authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

7. Biofuels. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for biofuels be added to 

36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b): 

The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential and municipal needs 

is authorized and will comply with current standards and regulations for harvest. 

8. Municipal Watersheds. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for 

municipal watersheds be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and management is 

authorized and such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project.  

Recommended exceptions for road construction, reconstruction, or maintenance in ARAs 

1. Roads in Transportation Utility System (TUS) corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska 

Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 

connection of communities and development of the regional transportation system shall be 

permitted. Adjustment of these TUS corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or 

easement if it provides a lower cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the Least 

Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). 

2. Roads in all Section 4407 Easements as Congress enacted in August 2005 in the Safe, 

Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA- 

LU; Public Law 109-59) shall be permitted. Adjustment of these Easements shall be allowed 

outside of the corridor or easement if it provides a lower cost alternative or provides an 

alignment that is the LEDPA. 

3. A road to access Congressionally authorized Southeastern Alaska Intertie System Plan Routes 

(PL 106-511, February 1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast Conference 
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shall be permitted. 

4. A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C.§ 

22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 

way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted 

on non-IRA National Forest lands. 

5. A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs shall be permitted if it meets the criteria of 36 

C.F.R. Part 228 in the same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 

operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. 

6. A road to access hydropower and renewable energy projects and their transmission 

infrastructure, including their maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the 

application for the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA National 

Forest lands. Renewable energy includes energy that is collected from renewable resources, 

which are naturally replenished on a human timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, 

waves, geothermal heat, biomass, or other forms of energy. 

7. A road included in a community, municipal, or tribal government plan to provide access and 

development of water resources, renewable energy resources, sanitary landfills, connecting 

isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, including maintenance of such roads and 

these facilities, shall be an allowed use. 

8. A road for transportation, communication, and utility infrastructure and maintenance shall be 

permitted. 

9. A road to access an authorized facility or location for fishery research, management, 

enhancement, and rehabilitation activities, fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish hatcheries, 

spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other permitted aquaculture facilities 

or activities, including mariculture, shall be permitted.     

Maps 

The State recommends that the maps provided in the FEIS (Alternative_1 through 6 Maps, Outfitter 

Guide Alternative 1 through 6 Maps, and Suitability Alternative 1 through 6 Maps) clearly identify the 

various protective land use designations for the Tongass.  For example, areas designated as wilderness, 

LUD II, and national monument. By not identifying such areas, the maps fail to provide viewers with an 

accurate picture of the existing protections that cover much of the Tongass, which will remain in place 

regardless of which Alaska Roadless Rule alternative is selected by the USDA. 

Other Important Issues 

Climate and Carbon 

The FEIS should incorporate broader perspectives related to climate change and carbon-related 

processes relevant to the Tongass.  The State recommends incorporating the National Association of 

State Foresters (NASF) policy papers: Recommendations for Enhancing the Role of Forests in Climate 

Change Mitigation and Ecosystem Adaption to Climate Change and Emerging Markets for Wood and 

Their Positive Impact on Forest Resource Management into the FEIS discussion of these topics (see 

enclosure).    
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ANILCA Section 810 Analysis 

The State continues to recommend that the USDA use the available information in the DEIS to complete 

a Section 810 Analysis for the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, as stated previously in our cooperating 

agency comments.47   

Subsistence 

The Legal Context for Subsistence Use48 

The subsistence priority criteria found in Sec. 804 of ANILCA is implemented by prioritizing local 

subsistence users with direct dependence on the resource; local subsistence users are first among 

subsistence users. To implement this priority, when necessary, limits are first applied to general hunting, 

sport fishing, and commercial fishing.49  The State recommends the following edits (additions ; 

deletions) be incorporated into the FEIS to reflect this direction as well as recognize the authorities of 

the federal and state regulatory bodies: 

The provisions in ANILCA established a harvest priority for rural residents in an attempt 

to protect subsistence resource harvest. Under ANILCA, in times of resource scarcity or 

when demand exceeds biologically sound harvest levels, subsistence harvests have priority 

over other consumptive use of resources. Such a priority shall be implemented through 

appropriate limitations based on the application of the following criteria: (1) customary 

and direct dependence upon the populations as the mainstay of livelihood; (2) local 

residency; and (3) the availability of alternative resources.  In practice, state or federal 

fish and wildlife management regulatory authorities would limit commercial, sport, or 

other harvests before subsistence harvests are limited. 

The DEIS analyzes the effects of the proposed rule on subsistence uses and needs, including resource 

abundance and distribution, access, or competition50; however, these three factors aren’t specifically 

identified in ANILCA, as the discussion in the DEIS indicates.  Section 810(a) of ANILCA requires the 

evaluation of the effect of the proposed “…use, occupancy or disposition on subsistence uses and needs, 

the availability of other lands for the purposes sought to be achieved, and other alternatives which would 

reduce or eliminate the use, occupancy, or disposition of public lands needed for subsistence purposes.” 

If the initial evaluation concludes that the federal action will cause a significant restriction of subsistence 

uses and needs, the head of the Federal Agency is required to give notice and hold hearings, as well as 

determine that: 

(A) such a significant restriction of subsistence uses is necessary, consistent with sound 

management principles for the utilization of the public lands, (B) the proposed activity will 

involve the minimal amount of public lands necessary to accomplish the purposes of such use, 

occupancy, or other disposition, and (C) reasonable steps will be taken to minimize adverse 

impacts upon subsistence uses and resources resulting from such actions.51 

 
47 State of Alaska cooperating agency comments on Preliminary DEIS Chapter 2.  Submitted to the USDA November 23, 

2018.  
48 DEIS, p. 3-217 
49 ANILCA Section 804 states: “the taking on public lands of fish and wildlife for nonwasteful subsistence uses shall be 

accorded priority over the taking on such lands of fish and wildlife for other purposes. Whenever it is necessary to restrict the 

taking of populations of fish and wildlife on such lands for subsistence uses in order to protect the continued viability of such 

populations, or to continue such uses, such priority shall be implemented through appropriate limitations based on the 

application of the following criteria: 

(1) customary and direct dependence upon the populations as the mainstay of livelihood; 

(2) local residency; and 

(3) the availability of alternative resources.” 
50 DEIS, p. 218 
51 ANILCA Sec. 810(a)(3) 
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Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen 
Advisory Committee 
Summary of Feedback on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Over the course of two weeks, the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) members shared 
high-level feedback on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) in a series 
of short one-on-one interviews with Meridian Institute. CAC members were requested to provide input 
specifically on how the Committee’s recommendations were reflected (or not) in the DEIS, and what advice they 
had for the State of Alaska in its Cooperating Agency Status with the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).  

This document reflects a summary of comments received from Committee members. It does not represent 
consensus among members nor agreement about the options presented in the DEIS or the preferred alternative. 
It is intended to provide input to the State of Alaska, and does not exclude Committee members from providing 
comments as private citizens or on behalf of their organizations or industries directly to the USFS. Please find the 
list of Committee members in Appendix A, and a list of interview questions in Appendix B. 

DEIS Preferred Alternative 

When asked about the preferred alternative proposed in the DEIS, Committee members were split in their 
responses. 50 percent of members polled expressed opposition to the preferred alternative, sharing that they 
would preferred an alternative that represented something “in the middle,” rather than one of the “bookends” 
of no action or a full exemption. The other half of members supported the preferred alternative of a full 
exemption, because they believed it represented the only alternative that would allow for development for 
multiple uses through local decision-making authority.   

Of those that expressed opposition to the preferred alternative, they cited the following reasons:  

• Ongoing divisiveness. Because the preferred alternative is the ‘most extreme’ of possible options, 
Committee members expressed concern that it ensures divisiveness and limits space for 
compromise in Southeast Alaskan land management. Some members discussed frustration that the 
CAC’s charge to identify middle-ground alternatives that fell between a full exemption or a no-
action alternative were not reflected in the preferred alternative.   

• Durability. One of the Committee’s original guiding principles for developing recommendations for 
a state-specific Roadless Rule was to prioritize a durable solution that could limit future legal 
challenges regarding management in the Tongass. Several Committee members expressed concern 
that the preferred alternative, should it be implemented, would be litigated and prevent future 
projects in the region for years to come. Some expressed uncertainty that the Rule would reach the 
implementation stage given likely legal challenges.  
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• Public perception. A preferred alternative that abolishes the Roadless Rule in the Tongass has 
turned the rulemaking process into national headline news. With this level of media attention, some 
members expressed that environmental groups and other advocates have now launched – and will 
continue to launch – large, well-funded, well-coordinated campaigns to litigate the decision and 
turn public perception against ongoing cooperation, development, and joint land management in 
the Tongass. Even some members that were supportive of the full exemption agreed that public 
perception and communication is a significant issue, particularly with regard to a misunderstanding 
of the way that the Tongass Land & Resource Management Plan is implemented. 

Committee members expressing their approval for the preferred alternative of a full exemption shared a variety 
of reasons, including: 

• Development. Some Committee members felt that a full exemption is the only alternative in the 
DEIS that grants adequate development allowances for Southeast Alaskan needs, particularly to 
ensure renewable energy development, road building, and mining. They recognized that the current 
Roadless Rule has exceptions for these uses, but without changes to how these exceptions are 
administered – which is currently left to subjective interpretation, and a complicated, expensive, 
slow-moving and ineffective process – they are insufficient.   

• Exceptions. None of the options included the CAC’s exceptions language, which would have 
guaranteed an easier, more streamlined process for granting permission for a range of resource 
uses, including mining, cultural timber usage, roadbuilding, and renewable energy development. 
Without those exceptions, some Committee members could not support anything less than a full 
exemption, stating that the full exemption was the only alternative that would address the needs 
outlined in these exceptions. One Committee member provided additional information that 
describes problems associated with the omission of these exceptions. This information is provided 
in Appendix C. 

• Local authority. Several Committee members expressed support for bringing increased authority 
back to the local level, rather than deferring management decisions to a Rule that supersedes the 
Forest Plan.  

• Support for the State’s position. A few Committee members expressed alignment with the State’s 
position, which is a full exemption, expressing that this position best supports the future of 
communities and the health and wellbeing of the citizens of Southeast Alaska.  

CAC Recommendations in the DEIS 

The CAC’s final recommendations report consisted of three elements: 

• Recommendations for how to amend Roadless Area Characteristics to be Alaska-specific (these 
represented consensus from all members); 

• Exceptions language for consideration for incorporation in any option presented in the DEIS for 
specific resource uses (these represented consensus from all members); and 

• Four options with specific acreage and geographic considerations to be analyzed as potential areas 
to remove and retain as Roadless in the Tongass. 
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Many Committee members felt that the CAC’s recommendations were not carefully considered nor reflected in 
the DEIS, particularly the exceptions language that the Committee had agreed should be applied to any option 
or alternative put forward. This was the primary point of criticism from most Committee members, whether 
supportive of the preferred alternative or not. These exceptions considered specific resource uses that the CAC 
saw as critical for community livelihoods and socioeconomic wellbeing in the Tongass. Several members felt the 
omission of these exceptions made all of the DEIS alternatives less viable as long-term, durable solutions that 
reflect community needs.  

Other members raised concerns that the USFS did not alter the definition of Roadless Areas or consider 
implementing an Alaska-specific definition of Roadless Areas, even though Roadless Areas in Alaska have 
specific, unique characteristics that set them apart from Roadless Areas in the lower 48.  

Despite these omissions, some members felt that the geographic component of alternatives 2-5 (i.e., how many 
acres to add or remove from Roadless areas, and in what regions) had considered and incorporated the 
Committee’s four options, specifically because of the consideration they granted Tongass 77 (T77) and The 
Nature Conservancy/Audubon Conservation Areas and community priority areas around specific municipalities.  

Other Comments for the State 

Committee members shared additional comments for the State’s consideration in its Cooperating Agency status 
with the USFS, including: 

• Look to the middle. Some Committee members urged the State to look for a middle-ground 
alternative – even slightly to the left of a full exemption – to avoid bitter future litigation in the 
courts and provide greater stability and durability to projects on the Tongass in the coming years. 
Some requested that the CAC be reconvened to help identify such a middle ground option.  

• Public comments. A few Committee members asked that the State more seriously consider the 
weight of public comments in the USFS process and in USFS and State consultative meetings, which 
have overwhelmingly represented opposition to a full exemption and the preferred alternative. 

• Cooperating Agency status. A few Committee members flagged concerns regarding the 
incorporation of Cooperating Agencies input, particularly tribal entities who had Cooperating 
Agency status with the USFS. They felt that this input was not equally or fairly reflected in the DEIS 
compared to the State’s input. 

• Improved public communication. Several Committee members suggested that a major shortcoming 
throughout the Rulemaking process – both from the State and the USFS – has been poor public 
communication leading to media and organizational campaigns that do not accurately reflect the 
actual potential changes to the Tongass under a full exemption. Specifically, they expressed concern 
that public perception was that a full exemption would open all Roadless acres for timber harvest, 
when in fact only a small portion of those acres will be eligible for harvest under the existing Forest 
Plan. This issue was brought up by members regardless of whether they were supportive of the full 
exemption alternative or not. They recommended improved public communications to counteract 
national headlines and negative public sentiment and focusing on the need for a greater level of 
local input and control, rather than framing a conversation around timber. 
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• Validity of the Committee. Several Committee members raised concerns that the CAC process was 
not useful for the State or could not be fully considered as part of the State’s Cooperating Agency 
status because of the State’s position to push for a full exemption, so they felt their comments were 
not important either way. The question was also raised regarding the utility/validity of the 
Committee given the change in gubernatorial administration, and one member requested that the 
State request guidance from Governor Dunleavy regarding the best format and usage of the CAC’s 
input.  

• A Forest in transition. A few Committee members wished to remind the State to keep in mind the 
context of the transition to young growth forest management. They noted that any changes to 
management, particularly changes that have implications for timber harvest, must consider the 
implications for young growth management. Specifically, one member urged the State to consider 
the backlog of forest management activities on existing young growth acres, and the future 
management needs represented by continued old growth harvest.  

Appendix A. Citizen Advisory Committee Members 

* denotes those who did not provide input for this document. 

Trey Acteson  
Southeast Alaska Power Agency  
  
Bert Burkhart  
Alaska Forest Association  
  
Nicole Grewe*  
Ex Officio Member  
US Forest Service, Region 10  
  
Brian Holst*  
Juneau Economic Development Council  
  
Andy Hughes  
Alaska Department of Transportation & Public 
Facilities (retired)  
  
Michael Kampnich  
The Nature Conservancy  
  
Jaeleen Kookesh  
Sealaska Corporation  

  
Chris Maisch  
Alaska Division of Forestry  
  
Eric Nichols  
Alcan Forest Products  
  
Andrew Thoms  
Sitka Conservation Society  
  
Jan Trigg  
Coeur Alaska Kensington Mine  
  
Robert Venables  
Southeast Conference  
  
Mark Vinsel  
United Fishermen of Alaska  
  
Ralph Wolfe  
Central Council Tlingit & Haida Indian Tribes of 
Alaska  
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Appendix B. Interview Questions 

1. Have you had a chance to review any information about the DEIS? Regardless of level of 
detail you were able to digest, what are your general reactions to what is included in the 
DEIS and what was chosen as the preferred alternative? 

2. In looking at the crosswalk document and/or DEIS, in what ways were you satisfied with 
how the recommendations appeared, and what areas illustrated important omissions or 
misinterpretations? 

3. Do you have any ideas, concerns, or suggestions regarding the development of the FEIS and 
into implementation? 

4. Please share any additional information that you would like the State to keep in mind in its 
Cooperating Agency role with the US Forest Service in this process.  
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BACKGROUND 
 “In June 2018, the Secretary of Agriculture directed the Chief of the Forest Service to 

initiate a state-specific rulemaking for roadless area management direction for the 

Tongass National Forest on behalf of the Department. In developing a rulemaking to 

establish an Alaska roadless rule, USDA is responding to the State of Alaska’s petition 

(January 2018) requesting an exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 

Roadless Rule.”  

“A state-specific roadless rule would determine which currently designated roadless areas 

in the Tongass National Forest would require a different management designation to 

further Alaska’s economic development or other needs, while still conserving roadless 

areas for generations to come. Inventoried roadless areas covered by the 2001 Roadless 

Rule comprise 9.2 million acres (55 percent) of the Tongass National Forest (16.8 million 

acres).” 

Alaska Roadless Rule webpage – Tongass National Forest website 

In late January 2019, the Alaska Forest Association (AFA) met with the State of Alaska to discuss 

conducting an analysis of the timbered lands involved in the Alaska Roadless Rule rulemaking.  

An Agreement between the Alaska Division of Forestry (DOF) and AFA to conduct the analysis 

was signed in March of 2019.  

 

The analysis was agreed to be based on:  

USFS Alternatives with priority alternatives being 6 and 3 

Information shown by Ranger District, LUD, T77 watersheds and TNC/Audubon priority 

areas 

 

Information would include the following: 

Acres removed from “roadless” – total acres, economic acres, and available acres within 

economic acres. 

 

Volume removed from “roadless” - total volume, economic volume, and available 

volume within economic volume.  
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Loss of Acres and Volume (“fall down”) due to 2016 Forest Plan Standards and 

Guidelines 

Estimates of “fall down” to economic acres due to management decisions 

Identify access blockages to economic timber due to T77 and TNC/Audubon areas. 

Acres available under the 2016 Forest Plan and economic acres by alternative to 

determine which alternatives might be able to maintain a viable timber industry 

 

Maps to be developed by alternative  

 

The analysis performed was based on information provided by the United States Forest Service 

(USFS) to the maximum extent possible. It should be understood that the analysis conducted 

was office based and included very limited on the ground verification due to time constraints 

and the extremely large size of the area involved. 

The following GIS information/layers/shapefiles were requested and obtained from the USFS: 

Ranger Districts, VCUs, LUDs, Timber Types, Suitable lands, Streams, Soils and Slope, 2001 

Roadless, TNC-Audubon priority areas, T77 watersheds, State’s Citizens Advisory Community 

alternatives, USFS alternatives and 2008 Forest Plan LSTA (Logging Systems & Transportation 

Analysis) 

Additional information used during the analysis included the preliminary draft environmental impact 

statement (DEIS) provided to DOF by the USFS. 

ANALYSIS 
 

The analysis included in this report was conducted on the alternatives developed by the USFS 

for the Alaska Roadless Rule EIS.  

 

AFA was unable to conduct an analysis on the alternatives developed by the State of Alaska 

Citizen’s Advisory Committee (CAC) because GIS data for those alternatives were unavailable. 

The USFS did not include any of the Citizen’s Advisory Committee’s alternative into the project’s 

EIS. In an e-mail to DOF the USFS stated the following regarding the CAC’s alternatives: 

“Unfortunately the Forest Service does not have an analysis of differences between the CAC 
options and current DEIS alternatives.  The only thing we have is that CAC option A aligns most 
closely with Alt 2; Option B aligns most closely with Alt 4; Option C has no equivalent; and Option 
D aligns most closely with Alt 6.”  

 
 E-mail from: Ken Tu, Regional Environmental Coordinator, Forest Service 
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Alternatives 

There are six alternatives being considered in the Alaska Roadless Rule Environmental Impact 

Statement: 

Alternative 1 is the “no action” alternative and makes no change to roadless on the 

Tongass. 

 

Alternative 2 removes roadless designation from areas commonly referred to as roaded 

roadless. 

 

Alternative 3 removes roadless designation from areas commonly referred to as roaded 

roadless and logical extensions of the roaded landbase as determined by the USFS. 

 

Alternative 4 removes roadless designation from areas commonly referred to as roaded 

roadless and logical extensions of the roaded landbase as determined by the USFS. 

Alternative 4 also includes a new roadless designation, “Timber Priority” which allows 

timber management to occur within certain roadless areas. 

 

Alternative 5 removes roadless from all lands within the Development Land Use 

Designations (LUDs).    

 

Alternative 6 is the full exemption alternative and removes roadless from the Tongass. 

Acres that would become available for timber management under Alternative 6 are the 

same acres as Alternative 5 due to 2016 Forest Plan constraints. 

Ranger Districts 
Calculation of acres and volume by alternative were determined by Tongass National Forest 

Ranger District. 

Land Use Designations 

Acres and Volume by alternative were calculated for the development landbase under the 

Forest Plan.  Acres and volume were not developed for each Land Use Designation (Timber 

Production, Modified Landscape and Scenic Viewshed) that make up the development landbase. 

When Land Use Designations affected the amount of fall down (a reduction in acres) due to 

2016 Forest Plan requirements then calculations were done by LUD with the results totaled and 

the sum listed as a total for each Ranger District.  

Geographic Areas 

Geographic areas within the Tongass affect volume calculations and Model Implementation 

Reduction Factors (MIRF). 
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Volume Calculations  
Average volume/acre by volume classes (High (H), Medium (M), and Low (L)) were determined using 

North & South Tongass geographic areas and the associated volumes for each volume class as listed in 

Table 3.13-4 of the 2016 Forest Plan FEIS on pg. 3-332. The average volume/acre used in the North 

geographic area is L-13 mbf/ac., M-21 mbf/ac. and H-30 mbf/ac.  Average volume for the South 

geographic area is L-16 mbf/ac., M-24 mbf/ac., and H-34 mbf/ac. 

Model Implementation Factor (MIRF)  
Is used to help determine the actual amount of suitable lands that will not be available for forest 

management “due to a number of physical, biological, or economic considerations” (2016 Forest Plan 

Appendix B pg. B-23). The percentage of reduction used in determining MIRF is based on geographic 

area and volume class. The table below from pg. B-24 of Appendix B of 2016 Forest Plan FEIS shows the 

various percentages of reduction used. 

 

 Low Volume Medium Volume High Volume 

Chatham 49% – 99% 39% – 64% 39% 

Stikine 23% – 73% 13% – 38% 13% 

Ketchikan 29% – 79% 19% – 44% 19% 

 

After meeting with the USFS GIS Specialist connected to the Alaska Roadless Rule Interdisciplinary Team, 

MIRF was not used in determining available acreage in the spreadsheet associated with this report. 

Instead, AFA chose to use the GIS Suitability layer provided by the USFS.  It is possible that the suitability 

layer does not account for all the unknowns that MIRF was created to cover and the acres and volume 

numbers within the various spreadsheet of this report are somewhat inflated.  

MIRF as shown in the table above was used during the development of the summary spreadsheet that 

shows available timber when suitable acres from the 2016 Forest Plan are combined with acres that 

become suitable under the action alternatives included in the DEIS.  

MIRF reduction factors were used as a means to address fall down during a District’s planning process 

for project that includes timber harvest. The lowest percentage reduction factor was used for each 

volume class. The Chatham area percentages were used for the north districts since that area best 

reflects that portion of the Tongass. The Stikine area percentages were used for the south districts for 

two reasons; a large portion of “roadless” acres are located on the Wrangell and Petersburg districts and 

since the USFS suitability layer addresses fall down at the Forest Plan level, the lower reduction 

percentages were used to ensure that fall down was not over-estimated. 

REDUCTION FACTORS 
There are two basic types of reduction factors; those directly connected to the Forest Plan and 

ones that occur due to the method(s) that the USFS uses to implement a project. In both cases, 
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acres can be eliminated from being suitable and available or acres can remain suitable but be 

unavailable for a period of time. 

Forest Plan Reduction Factors 

MIRF 

Discussed previously; but in general, MIRF is supposed to cover reductions in suitability and 

availability that are unknown. Factors such as unknown streams requiring TTRA protection, 

steep soils, karst features and wildlife related items such as eagle trees result in acres becoming 

unsuitable for timber management. Cost efficiency is a MIRF factor that may be overcome over 

time with changes in market conditions or advances in technology. Again, AFA chose to address 

MIRF by using the USFS GIS suitability layer for Forest Plan fall down. MIRF factors were used to 

address district planning fall down. 

Suitability  

The suitability of a stand of timber for forest management is discussed in Appendix A of the 

2016 Forest Plan. In the development of this analysis, two suitability factors cause significant 

reductions in the number of acres suitable for timber harvest.  

One factor was the determination that old growth acres within Value Comparison Units (VCUs) 
that contained T77 watersheds and old growth acres within TNC/Audubon conservation priority 
area were “not suitable for timber production” (2016 Forest Plan, pg. A-5).  
The second factor was the determination that “Old-growth forest located within Phases 2 and 3 
of the Tongass Timber Sale Program Adaptive Management Strategy … are not suitable for 
timber production” (2016 Forest Plan, pg. A-5). 
 
Both of these factors are accounted for within this report’s spreadsheets. 

Regulation Class  

Is the method to address scenery objectives during project implementation within the 
development landbase.  
 

“Regulation Class is a methodology developed to distill the unique combinations of Land 
Use Designation (LUD), Distance Zone (DZ), Scenic Integrity Objective (SIO), and Visual 
Absorption Capacity (VAC) into four management categories, or Regulation Classes. 
These classes group lands that allow similar allowable harvest unit size, visual 
disturbance, and re-entry times (adjacency).” (2016 Forest Plan Appendix B, pg. B-20) 

 
Regulation classes do not make acreage unavailable like suitability does; however, it does limit 
the number of acres that can be harvested over a set period of time. The least restrictive 
regulation class allows for the removal of 40% of the acreage in a VCU over a 20-year period. 
Based on the 2016 Forest Plan, the Tongass timber sale program will transition to a program 
predominately based on the harvest of young growth within 15 years. Due to the transition 
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timeframe the majority of the acres removed from roadless will not be available due to 
regulation class requirements.  
 

 
 

Table B-7 
Generalized Visual Constraints 
Regulation Class Visual Disturbance Adjacency 

Regulation Class Visual Disturbance Adjacency 
1 40% 20 Years 
2 30% 35 Years 
3 20% 50 Years 

 

Legacy  

There are 49 VCUs in the Tongass that the Legacy Standard and Guideline applies to; these 

VCUs have had at least 33 percent or more of the POG harvested already or will have more than 

67 percent of the POG harvested by the end of the Forest Plan “planning horizon.” Under 

Legacy 30% of any unit over 20 acres in size must be left in “legacy forest structure.” Acres left 

for Legacy should be scattered across the unit. Acreage left for other resource concerns 

(example – steep soils) counts towards Legacy acreage except for TTRA stream buffers.  

For acreage within Legacy VCUs where “roadless” will be removed, AFA decreased the available 

acreage by 15 percent. A 15 percent deduction was used instead of the 30 percent requirement 

to account for the ability to use acres deducted for other resource concerns as part of the 

Legacy requirement. The 15 percent is a reasonable deduction amount based on AFA’s 

knowledge of how the USFS is currently implementing the Legacy requirement. 

Wildlife Habitat Planning IV B – Legacy Standard 

In harvest units greater than 20 acres within VCUs identified in Section D, leave 30 percent of the 
entire unit (based on area) in legacy forest structure. For the purpose of this standard, the unit is 
defined as the original Logging System/Transportation Analysis (LSTA) boundary prior to field 
verification. Legacy forest structure should remain indefinitely after harvest and shall be tracked 
through the life of the next stand. Salvage logging of legacy trees is generally prohibited unless 
the rationale is clearly documented and the effects are clearly neutral or an improvement. (2016 
Forest Plan pg. 4-86) 

 

Timber Sale Adaptive Management Strategy 

The Record of Decision for the 2008 Forest Plan introduced a management strategy that was 

intended to protect moderate and high value roadless areas until such time that the timber 

resources within those areas were needed to meet the fiber demands of the timber industry. 

The strategy did not make the acreage in those areas unsuitable for timber production; the 

strategy only requires a threshold of harvest level to be reach before harvest could occur in 

Phase 2 or Phase 3 lands.  In Appendix A of the 2016 Forest Plan the old-growth forest located 

within Phase 2 and 3 lands was determined to be unsuitable for timber production (pg. A-5; 
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section 3. B.) Forested lands within Phase 2 and 3 of the Adaptive Management Strategy have 

not been included in the available acreage when “roadless” is removed by an alternative. 

 B. Old-growth forest located within Phases 2 and 3 of the Tongass Timber Sale Program 
Adaptive Management Strategy (refer to the December 2016 Tongass National Forest Timber 
Sale Program Adaptive Management Strategy map), or within the T771 Watersheds and The 
Nature Conservancy / Audubon conservation priority areas (refer to the June 2016 Final EIS 
Alternative 5 Suitable Land map) is identified as not suitable for timber production. (2016 Forest 
Plan Appendix A, pg. A-5) 

 

Implementation Reduction Factors 

Economics  

The Tongass National Forest is required to offer only positive value timber sales per language in 
the Annual Appropriations Acts. In 2007, the Tongass commissioned a study by Tetra Tech to 
determine what areas within the Tongass could produce positive value timber sales based on 
the management requirements of what would become the 2008 Forest Plan. The study was 
done using the Spectrum modeling system and the LSTA developed for the 2008 Plan. The 
outcome of the study was a list of VCUs across the Tongass that would produce positive value 
timber sales based on the 2008 Forest Plan. The study also showed VCUs where only a portion 
of the VCU was capable of producing positive value timber sales. 
 
For the Alaska Roadless Rule analysis, AFA separated all VCUs into one of two categories, 
positive value or negative value. The determination was made on the total VCU not just the 
portion of each VCU that was positive value. 
 
Acres and volumes for positive and negative value VCUs are included in this report’s 
spreadsheets. 
 

Selective Harvest Prescriptions and Helicopters  

Silvicultural prescriptions other than even-age management are currently occurring or being 
planned for at a rate much higher than historical rates. The selected alternative in the Record of 
Decision for the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Analysis (POW LLA) requires uneven age 
management on 57% of the acres included in the alternative. Initial information provided to 
AFA in 2018 for the Central Tongass Project (CT) showed some type of uneven age management 
on 31% of the acres within the project area.   
(The CT DEIS which was released for comments on 8-2-19 states on pg. 59 listed the amount of 
helicopter as 30% of the gross unit pool.) 

 
These 2 projects included 53% of the suitable Old Growth acres available under the 2016 Forest Plan. 

  
Historically, the majority of uneven age management has occurred using helicopters as the 
logging system. Currently there are no companies using helicopters to harvest timber operating 
on the Tongass. Uneven age management prescriptions using helicopters for harvesting have 
included prescriptions that allow either one-quarter, one-third or one-half removal of the trees 
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within a stand based on basal area with the removal by species based on the percentage of 
occurrence of the species in the stand. 
Based on current and historical uneven-age prescriptions and the percentage of helicopter 
“acres” in planning areas; the following reductions in acres and volume could occur in areas 
where harvest restrictions due to “roadless” are removed: 
 

With a helicopter available on the Tongass –a reduction that equals one third of the 
available acres 
 
Without a helicopter being available – a reduction that equals one half of the available 
acres 
 

This type of fall down has not been accounted for in this analysis on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
project for the action alternatives in the DEIS. This fall down factor was included in the analysis 
that combined suitable acres from the 2016 Forest Plan with action alternatives from the DEIS. 
 

Planning Fall Down  

Because forested acres are suitable for timber production does not mean that those acres will 
actual be harvested. During the USFS planning process, acres are dropped for various reasons 
usually involving concerns about protecting other resources. Trying to quantify that reduction is 
problematic. 
 
Based on the POW LLA and CT projects reductions between suitable acres and acres included in 
a project’s unit pool range from 39% for the CT project (information provided AFA in 2018) to 
58% for the POW LLA (FEIS Table 12; pg. 3-111). 
  

Update 

On August 2, 2019; the USFS released the Draft EIS for the Central Tongass Project. 
 
The DEIS for the CT project shows a reduction of 48% from suitable (82,177 ac.) to gross unit 
pool (42,779 ac.) according to Table 7 on pg. 60. In addition to the fall down between suitable 
and gross unit pool, the CT DEIS states on pg. 56: 
 

“For example, on Mitkof Island there has been a reduction of around 75 percent from the 

mapped old-growth which defined the gross unit pool for Alternative 2 to the potential harvest 

units as identified through recent field surveys. For Alternative 3, there would be an estimated 

additional reduction of around 10 percent for the elevational corridors and deferral of high-

volume, low-elevation old-growth on Mitkof Island.” 
 
Wildlife design criteria for Alternative 3 of the CT projects further reduces the amount of 
available OG in the gross unit pool by 5,999 acres (Table 8 on pgs. 60 & 61). For Alternative 3 
the reduction from suitable to gross unit pool is 56 percent. 
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Stopping at the reduction between suitable and gross unit pool for the CT project does not 
capture the entire “fall down” seen in that proposed project. There is an additional loss in 
acreage between what is included in the gross unit pool and what will be actually cleared by the 
project’s EIS. 
 

“However, it is important to note that the mapped gross unit pool on which these percentages are 

based substantially overestimate the amount of actual timber harvest that would occur under 

either action alternative (the mapped gross unit pool encompasses a total of 42,779 acres of old 

growth while the maximum that could be harvested is 9,500 acres based on the Alternative 2 

limits for old growth harvest (22.2 percent of the gross unit pool).”  (CT DEIS Pg. 84) 

 

The fall down between suitable acres of POG in the project area and acres of POG proposed to 
be cleared by the EIS is 88% for Alternative 2, the percent of fall down will be greater for 
Alternative 3. The acres not cleared by the EIS are not lost entirely; they could be made 
available in a future project. However, the CT project will result, 
 

 “in a decision whether to authorize integrated resource management activities on the Petersburg 

and Wrangell Ranger Districts over the next 15 years.” (CT DEIS Abstract) 

 

In 15 years the Tongass will have transitioned to a timber sale program of which the majority of 
the volume offered will be young growth. 
 
This type of fall down (planning) has not been accounted for in this analysis on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule project for the action alternatives in the DEIS. This fall down factor was included 
in the analysis that combined suitable acres from the 2016 Forest Plan with action alternatives 
from the DEIS. 
 

MIRF reduction factors were used as a means to address planning fall down during a District’s 
planning process for a project that includes timber harvest. The lowest percentage reduction 
factor was used for each volume class. The Chatham area percentages were used for the north 
districts since that area best reflects that portion of the Tongass. The Stikine area percentages 
were used for the south districts for two reasons; a large portion of “roadless” acres are located 
on the Wrangell and Petersburg districts and since the USFS suitability layer addresses fall down 
at the Forest Plan level, the lower reduction percentages were used to ensure that fall down 
was not over-estimated. 
 

Reductions Beyond Requirements of the Forest Plan  

The Record of Decision for the POW LLA contained a requirement to use only un-even aged 
harvest in old growth stands and two-age or uneven-aged harvest in young growth stands 
within a 5-mile radius circle surrounding “subsistence communities” located within the project 
area. This requirement affected approximately 7,600 acres of old growth and 28,000 acres of 
young growth and results in a loss of two-thirds of the old growth and at least half of the young 
growth acres. 
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This type of fall down has not been accounted for in this analysis on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
project but should not be overlooked. 
 

SPREADSHEETS 

Gross Acres Spreadsheet 

For each alternative the acres of productive old growth (POG) within the development landbase 
(Timber Production, Modified Landscape and Scenic Viewshed Land Use Designations) that 
would have “roadless” removed or become Timber Priority roadless under Alternative #4 was 
determined. If the acres of POG were suitable or not under the 2016 Forest Plan was not 
considered when calculating total acres or volume for the Gross Acres spreadsheet.  This 
spreadsheet also lists the acres of POG included in the T77 watersheds and the TNC/Audubon 
priority areas. 
 

AFA-USFS Difference in Suitable Acres Spreadsheet 

This spreadsheet shows the difference between acres calculated by AFA and those calculated 
by the USFS by ranger district for acres suitable under the 2016 Forest Plan. Most differences 
are GIS “errors” and or changes between GIS layers used during the development of the DEIS. 
There is a difference in Alternative #2 for the Petersburg Ranger District that cannot be 
explained.  
 

Positive Value VCUs And Negative Value VCUs Spreadsheet 

These spreadsheets break down the acres that would have “roadless” removed or become 
Timber Priority roadless under Alternative #4 by positive or negative values based on VCUs. The 
2007 Tetra Tech analysis was used to determine positive or negative values. It should be noted 
that not all acres within a given VCU are positive or negative in value. The determination was 
made on a VCU basis. These spreadsheets also list the acres of POG included in the T77 
watersheds and the TNC/Audubon priority areas. 
 

Phase 2 & 3 Positive Value VCUs And Phase 2 & 3 Negative Value VCUs Spreadsheet 

These spreadsheets break down the acres that would have “roadless” removed or become 
Timber Priority roadless under Alternative #4 by positive or negative values based on VCUs for 
acres of POG located in Phase 2 and Phase 3 lands per the Timber Sale Adaptive Management 
Strategy. These lands were determined to be unsuitable for the harvest of OG timber by the 
2016 forest Plan. The spreadsheets show acres of available POG by ranger district by positive or 
negative value VCUs. The 2007 Tetra Tech analysis was used to determine positive or negative 
values.  These spreadsheets also list the acres of POG within Phase 2 or Phase 3 lands for the 
T77 watersheds and the TNC/Audubon priority areas. 
 

Summary Spreadsheet 

The Summary Spreadsheet takes the information developed from the spreadsheets listed above 
to produce an estimate of acres, volume and years of OG timber supply at the current PTSQ 
available when the suitable acres of OG under the 2016 Forest Plan are combined with acres of 
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OG that become available under each of the action alternatives from the Rulemaking for Alaska 
Roadless Areas DEIS (R10-MB-867a, October 2019).  
 

CONCLUSION 

Based on federal law and regulations including the 2018 Consolidated Appropriations Act, the 
Standards and Guidelines within the 2016 Forest Plan, GIS information provided by the USFS, 
the preliminary DEIS for the Alaska Roadless Rule and the “Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless 
Areas” DEIS; at least 79-83% of the suitable old growth forest landbase will be unavailable for 
timber harvest over the next 20 years.  An additional 3-4% of the suitable land base will most 
likely become unavailable during the planning process. Based on the 5-mile radius circle 
surrounding subsistence communities included in the POW LLA and the proposed wildlife 
corridors included in Alternative 3 of the Central Tongass EIS planning process reductions could 
be greater on a project by project basis. 
 
No matter the alternative selected in the Record of Decision for the “Rulemaking for Alaska 
Roadless Areas” at least 82 out of every 100 acres of suitable old growth forest within the 
Tongass National Forest will not be available to maintain the existing timber industry through 
transition. 



AK ROADLESS 

RULE DEIS

2016 FOREST 

PLAN

APPROPRIATION 

LANGUAGE 

REQUIREMENT

IMPLEMENTATION

ALTERNATIVES
TOTAL SUITABLE 

OG ACRES

POSITIVE VALUE 

ACRES
VOLUME (MMBF) YEARS @ PTSQ

ACRES AFTER 

REDUCTION 

DURING 

PLANNING 

PROCESS

VOLUME (MMBF)

ESTIMATED YEARS 

@ PTSQ BASED 

ON 2016 FOREST 

PLAN

ADJUSTED ACRES 

BASED ON 

SELECTIVE CUTS 

W/ HELICOPTER

VOLUME (MMBF) YEARS @ PTSQ

ALT. #1 (FOREST 

PLAN)
229,060 48,698 924 20.09 41,335 784 17.04 27281 518.0 11.3

ALT. #2 AND 

FOREST PLAN
247,060 51,966 982 21.34 43,568 827 17.98 28755 546.0 11.9

ALT. #3 AND 

FOREST PLAN
305,060 60,134 1,128 24.52 51,136 970 21.09 33750 640.0 13.9

ALT. #4 AND 

FOREST PLAN
387,060 67,593 1,254 27.26 53,831 1021 22.20 35528 674.0 14.7

ALT. #5 AND 

FOREST PLAN
394,060 67,728 1,255 27.29 53,262 1011 21.98 35153 667.0 14.5

ALT. #6 AND 

FOREST PLAN
394,060 67,728 1,255 27.29 53,262 1011 21.98 35153 667.0 14.5

  

POSITIVE VALUE ACRES BASED ON TETRA TECH STUDY DONE FOR 2008 FOREST PLAN

           REDUCTION IN ACRES DURING PLANNING BASED ON  MIRF REDUCTION FACTOR FOR VOLUME CLASS BY LOCATION IN NORTH/SOUTH DISTRICTS

REDUCTION DUE TO SELECTIVE CUTTING BASED ON THE % OF TOTAL AVAILABLE ACRES HARVESTED BY HELICOPTER

AFTER FOREST PLAN FALLDOWN AFTER DISTRICT PLANNING PROCESS



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 10,751.7 15,418.6 25,321.3 60,221.2 15,714.5 127,427.3 3,195.5       -               -               3,195.5       130,623      

TOTAL VOLUME 219.2 291.7 457.0 1,195.3 272.7 2,435.9 46.5            -               -               46.5             2,482          

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 10,751.7 15,418.6 25,321.3 60,221.2 15,714.5 127,427.3 3,195.5       -               -               -               3,195.5       130,623      

TOTAL VOLUME 219.2 291.7 457.0 1,195.3 272.7 2,435.9 46.5            -               -               -               46.5             2,482          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 10,751.7 15,418.6 25,321.3 60,221.2 15,714.5 127,427.3 3,195.5       -               -               -               3,195.5       130,623      

TOTAL VOLUME 219.2 291.7 457.0 1,195.3 272.7 2,435.9 46.5            -               -               -               46.5             2,482          

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 4,300.1 6,156.3 10,086.9 24,011.3 6,276.4 50,831.0 1,278.2       -               -               -               1,278.2       52,109        

TOTAL VOLUME 87.7 116.5 182.2 476.7 108.9 972.0 18.6            -               -               -               18.6             991              

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 4,001.0 5,799.8 10,086.9 21,619.7 5,911.9 47,419.3 1,278.2       -               -               -               1,278.2       48,698        

TOTAL VOLUME 82.0 109.6 182.2 428.8 102.8 905.4 18.6            -               -               -               18.6             924              

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 82.00 109.60 182.20 428.80 102.80 905.4 18.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.60 924

YRS. 1.78 2.38 3.96 9.32 2.23 19.68 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 20.09

POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #1

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 5,047.94 89.22 5,047.94 89.22 3,815.83 65.73 1,525.98 26.29 1,435.12 24.73

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 1,035.11 18.24 1,035.11 18.24 748.76 13.24 297.27 5.25 297.14 5.25

3 Petersburg Ranger District 1,916.53 32.03 1,902.84 31.79 1,341.79 22.51 505.55 8.58 505.55 8.58

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 2,240.69 45.73 2,240.69 45.73 1,493.78 30.43 592.79 12.10 531.51 10.86

5 Wrangell Ranger District 2,126.89 36.61 2,126.89 36.61 1,301.31 21.12 498.78 8.11 498.78 8.11

6 Hoonah Ranger District

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 2,257.50 52.97



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 5,047.9 1,035.1 1,916.5 2,240.7 2,126.9 12,367.2 -               -               -               2,257.5       2,257.5       14,625        

TOTAL VOLUME 89.2 18.2 32.0 45.7 36.6 221.8 -               -               -               53.0            53.0             275              

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 5,047.9 1,035.1 1,902.8 2,240.7 2,126.9 12,353.5 -               -               -               -               -               12,353        

TOTAL VOLUME 89.2 18.2 31.8 45.7 36.6 221.6 -               -               -               -               -               222              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 3,815.8 748.8 1,341.8 1,493.8 1,301.3 8,701.5 -               -               -               -               -               8,701          

TOTAL VOLUME 65.7 13.2 22.5 30.4 21.1 153.0 -               -               -               -               -               153              

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 1,526.0 297.3 505.5 592.8 498.8 3,420.4 -               -               -               -               -               3,420          

TOTAL VOLUME 26.3 5.3 8.6 12.1 8.1 60.3 -               -               -               -               -               60                

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 1,435.1 297.1 505.5 531.5 498.8 3,268.1 -               -               -               -               -               3,268          

TOTAL VOLUME 24.7 5.2 8.6 10.9 8.1 57.5 -               -               -               -               -               58                

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 24.73 5.25 8.58 10.86 8.11 57.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 58

YRS. 0.54 0.11 0.19 0.24 0.18 1.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.25

POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS

ALTERNATIVE #2



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClas

sVolum

e

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 5,047.94 89.22 5,047.94 89.22 3,815.83 65.73 1,525.98 26.29 1,435.12 24.73

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 1,035.11 18.24 1,035.11 18.24 748.76 13.24 297.27 5.25 297.14 5.25

3 Petersburg Ranger District 1,916.53 32.03 1,902.84 31.79 1,341.79 22.51 505.55 8.58 505.55 8.58

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 2,240.69 45.73 2,240.69 45.73 1,493.78 30.43 592.79 12.10 531.51 10.86

5 Wrangell Ranger District 2,126.89 36.61 2,126.89 36.61 1,301.31 21.12 498.78 8.11 498.78 8.11

6 Hoonah Ranger District

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 2,257.50 52.97



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 10,689.0 10,483.6 5,615.2 17,111.2 4,710.8 48,609.6 209.5          -               -          9,558.0            9,767.6          58,377        

TOTAL VOLUME 189.0 191.0 91.6 330.1 78.5 880.1 2.7               -               -          274.7               277.4             1,158          

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 10,689.0 10,483.6 5,486.4 16,566.3 4,710.8 47,935.9 209.5          -               -          -                   209.5             48,145        

TOTAL VOLUME 189.0 191.0 88.9 318.9 78.5 866.3 2.7               -               -          -                   2.7                  869              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 7,433.4 5,059.9 3,673.4 10,643.4 3,274.9 30,085.0 181.9          -               -          -                   181.9             30,267        

TOTAL VOLUME 129.6 90.9 59.9 203.7 52.7 536.9 2.3               -               -          -                   2.3                  539              

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 2,971.3 2,016.1 1,427.0 4,221.8 1,287.8 11,924.0 72.7            -               -          -                   72.7                11,997        

TOTAL VOLUME 51.8 36.2 23.4 80.9 20.7 213.1 0.9               -               -          -                   0.9                  214              

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 2,804.9 2,005.2 1,427.0 3,838.2 1,287.8 11,363.1 72.7            -               -          -                   72.7                11,436        

TOTAL VOLUME 49.1 36.0 23.4 73.5 20.7 202.7 0.9               -               -          -                   0.9                  204              

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 49.11 35.99 23.38 73.45 20.75 202.7 0.91 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.91 204

YRS. 1.07 0.78 0.51 1.60 0.45 4.41 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 4.43

POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #3

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres GrossVolume PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Acre

s

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 10,688.95 188.95 10,688.95 188.95 7,433.38 129.64 2,971.29 51.83 2,804.93 49.11

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 10,483.57 190.98 10,483.56 190.98 5,059.92 90.91 2,016.07 36.21 2,005.20 35.99

3 Petersburg Ranger District 5,615.18 91.56 5,486.37 88.94 3,673.42 59.89 1,426.97 23.38 1,426.97 23.38

4

Thorne Bay Ranger 

District 17,111.17 330.09 16,566.26 318.93 10,643.39 203.68 4,221.84 80.90 3,838.20 73.45

5 Wrangell Ranger District 4,710.76 78.49 4,710.76 78.49 3,274.88 52.74 1,287.79 20.75 1,287.77 20.75

6 Hoonah Ranger District 209.54 2.69 209.54 2.69 181.85 2.27 72.74 0.91 72.74 0.91

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 9,558.03 274.75



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 12,601.2 15,531.3 22,094.5 25,157.5 8,071.8 83,456.2 1,169.2       -               -               9,449.2            10,618.4         94,075        

TOTAL VOLUME 223.9 284.3 354.8 482.5 136.8 1,482.2 16.6            -               -               271.5               288.1               1,770          

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 12,601.2 15,531.2 16,673.5 23,984.0 8,071.8 76,861.8 1,169.2       -               -               -                   1,169.2            78,031        

TOTAL VOLUME 223.9 284.3 264.9 459.6 136.8 1,369.6 16.6            -               -               -                   16.6                 1,386          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 8,490.1 7,754.1 11,568.7 15,238.7 5,656.8 48,708.4 815.7          -               -               -                   815.7               49,524        

TOTAL VOLUME 147.5 141.1 181.0 290.6 93.9 854.1 11.3            -               -               -                   11.3                 865              

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 3,394.0 3,076.6 4,553.1 6,038.2 2,240.0 19,301.8 325.6          -               -               -                   325.6               19,627        

TOTAL VOLUME 59.0 56.0 71.2 115.2 37.2 338.6 4.5               -               -               -                   4.5                   343              

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 3,206.1 3,035.6 4,553.1 5,575.0 2,199.7 18,569.4 325.6          -               -               -                   325.6               18,895        

TOTAL VOLUME 55.9 55.2 71.2 106.3 36.6 325.2 4.5               -               -               -                   4.5                   330              

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 55.92 55.20 71.24 106.31 36.56 325.2 4.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.50 330

YRS. 1.22 1.20 1.55 2.31 0.79 7.07 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 7.17

POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #4

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Acr

es

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 12,601.21 223.91 12,601.21 223.91 8,490.14 147.47 3,393.99 58.96 3,206.05 55.92

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 15,531.26 284.33 15,531.25 284.33 7,754.10 141.14 3,076.60 55.98 3,035.62 55.20

3 Petersburg Ranger District 22,094.51 354.75 16,673.51 264.93 11,568.66 181.03 4,553.07 71.24 4,553.07 71.24

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 25,157.46 482.47 23,983.99 459.61 15,238.70 290.58 6,038.16 115.19 5,575.00 106.31

5 Wrangell Ranger District 8,071.80 136.78 8,071.80 136.78 5,656.78 93.92 2,240.02 37.21 2,199.69 36.56

6 Hoonah Ranger District 1,169.20 16.63 1,169.20 16.63 815.73 11.28 325.62 4.50 325.62 4.50

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 9,449.18 271.51



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 12,605.3 15,528.2 22,207.2 25,194.5 8,076.4 83,611.6 1,169.2       -               -               9,558.0       10,727.2     94,339                 

TOTAL VOLUME 224.0 284.3 356.3 478.5 136.9 1,479.9 16.6             -               -               274.7          291.4           1,771                   

-                        

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 12,605.3 15,528.2 16,786.2 24,021.0 8,076.4 77,017.1 1,169.2       -               -               -               1,169.2       78,186                 

TOTAL VOLUME 224.0 284.3 266.5 455.6 136.9 1,367.2 16.6             -               -               -               16.6             1,384                   

-                        

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 8,493.6 7,752.2 11,670.1 15,446.8 5,661.4 49,024.0 815.7          -               -               -               815.7           49,840                 

TOTAL VOLUME 147.5 141.1 182.4 291.9 94.0 857.0 11.3             -               -               -               11.3             868                       

-                        

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 3,395.4 3,075.8 4,593.6 6,120.7 2,241.9 19,427.4 325.6          -               -               -               325.6           19,753                 

TOTAL VOLUME 59.0 56.0 71.8 115.7 37.3 339.7 4.5               -               -               -               4.5               344                       

-                        

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 3,207.2 3,034.8 4,593.6 5,666.9 2,201.5 18,704.1 325.6          -               -               -               325.6           19,030                 

TOTAL VOLUME 55.9 55.2 71.8 107.1 36.6 326.6 4.5               -               -               -               4.5               331                       

 DISTRICT VOLUME 55.94 55.18 71.80 107.07 36.59 326.6 4.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.50 331

YRS. 1.22 1.20 1.56 2.33 0.80 7.10 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 7.2

POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres GrossVolume PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClassV

olume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 12,605.34 224.00 12,605.34 224.00 8,493.57 147.54 3,395.36 58.99 3,207.22 55.94

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 15,528.20 284.26 15,528.19 284.26 7,752.17 141.10 3,075.83 55.97 3,034.85 55.18

3 Petersburg Ranger District 22,207.17 356.30 16,786.17 266.47 11,670.10 182.42 4,593.64 71.80 4,593.64 71.80

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 25,194.51 478.46 24,021.04 455.61 15,446.80 291.87 6,120.66 115.68 5,666.90 107.07

5 Wrangell Ranger District 8,076.41 136.88 8,076.41 136.88 5,661.38 94.02 2,241.87 37.25 2,201.53 36.59

6 Hoonah Ranger District 1,169.20 16.63 1,169.20 16.63 815.73 11.28 325.62 4.50 325.62 4.50

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 9,558.03 274.75



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 3,285.1 270.9 5,038.4 8,594.4 -               -               0.0               12.4            12.5             8,607          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 66.3 4.8 84.1 155.2 -               -               0.0               0.4               0.4               156              

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 3,284.7 270.9 5,038.4 8,594.0 -               -               0.0               -               0.0               8,594          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 66.3 4.8 84.1 155.2 -               -               0.0               -               0.0               155              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 T77 Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClassV

olume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District

3 Petersburg Ranger District 3,285.12 66.29 3,284.71 66.28

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 270.88 4.84 270.88 4.84

5 Wrangell Ranger District 5,038.37 84.09 5,038.37 84.09

6 Hoonah Ranger District

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00

9 Yakutat Ranger District 12.44 0.39



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.8 699.2 1,946.0 5,038.3 7,684.3 -               -               -               12.5            12.5             7,697          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 12.5 38.6 84.1 135.1 -               -               -               0.4               0.4               136              

-               

PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.8 699.2 1,442.4 5,038.3 7,180.7 -               -               -               -               -               7,181          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 12.5 29.5 84.1 126.1 -               -               -               -               -               126              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 TNC/AUD Priority Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVo

lume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 0.77 0.02 0.77 0.02

3 Petersburg Ranger District 699.22 12.48 699.22 12.48

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 1,946.01 38.56 1,442.41 29.48

5 Wrangell Ranger District 5,038.29 84.09 5,038.29 84.09

6 Hoonah Ranger District

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 12.47 0.39



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 2,748.7 11,175.0 25,172.8 2,209.6 12,633.4 53,939.5 15,196.2     6,208.7       21,633.8     -               43,038.7     96,978        

TOTAL VOLUME 53.0 217.1 457.5 48.6 210.4 986.6 216.0          80.5            305.5          -               602.0          1,589          

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 2,748.7 11,175.0 25,172.8 2,209.6 12,633.4 53,939.5 15,196.2     6,208.7       21,633.8     -               43,038.7     96,978        

TOTAL VOLUME 53.0 217.1 457.5 48.6 210.4 986.6 216.0          80.5            305.5          -               602.0          1,589          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 2,748.7 11,175.0 25,172.8 2,209.6 12,633.4 53,939.5 15,196.2     6,208.7       21,633.8     -               43,038.7     96,978        

TOTAL VOLUME 53.0 217.1 457.5 48.6 210.4 986.6 216.0          6,208.7       305.5          -               6,730.2       7,717          

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 1,087.7 4,466.7 9,971.3 883.5 5,038.8 21,448.0 6,034.6       2,481.3       8,644.2       -               17,160.1     38,608        

TOTAL VOLUME 21.0 86.8 181.3 19.4 83.9 392.4 85.7            32.2            122.1          -               240.0          632              

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 1,087.7 4,386.0 9,971.3 883.5 5,038.8 21,367.3 6,034.6       2,481.3       8,517.2       -               17,033.1     38,400        

TOTAL VOLUME 21.0 85.1 181.3 19.4 83.9 390.7 85.7            32.2            120.4          -               238.3          629              

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 21.00 85.10 181.30 19.40 83.90 390.7 85.70 32.20 120.40 0.00 238.30 629

YRS. 0.46 1.85 3.94 0.42 1.82 8.49 1.86 0.70 2.62 0.0 5.18 13.67

NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #1

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVo

lume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 289.90 5.29 275.78 5.10 264.69 4.93 105.87 1.97 105.87 1.97

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 3,548.62 66.91 3,548.62 66.91 2,286.34 42.62 909.87 16.91 909.87 16.91

3 Petersburg Ranger District 6,295.58 117.24 6,295.22 117.24 4,530.20 82.79 1,798.76 32.84 1,798.76 32.84

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 1,102.37 18.62 1,102.37 18.62 700.08 11.71 280.03 4.69 280.03 4.69

5 Wrangell Ranger District 2,717.53 41.04 2,717.53 41.04 2,255.63 33.51 901.44 13.39 901.44 13.39

6 Hoonah Ranger District 621.78 8.39 612.31 8.22 353.40 4.86 141.36 1.94 141.36 1.94

7 Juneau Ranger District 1,268.61 16.24 370.27 6.67 247.08 4.14 98.83 1.66 98.83 1.66

8 Sitka Ranger District 770.38 9.66 745.63 9.38 629.44 7.81 251.78 3.12 251.78 3.12

9 Yakutat Ranger District 92.72 3.03



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 289.9 3,548.6 6,295.6 1,102.4 2,717.5 13,954.0 621.8          1,268.6       770.4          92.7            2,753.5       16,707        

TOTAL VOLUME 5.3 66.9 117.2 18.6 41.0 249.1 8.4               16.2            9.7               3.0               37.3             286              

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 275.8 3,548.6 6,295.2 1,102.4 2,717.5 13,939.5 612.3          370.3          745.6          -               1,728.2       15,668        

TOTAL VOLUME 5.1 66.9 117.2 18.6 41.0 248.9 8.2               6.7               9.4               -               24.3             273              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 264.7 2,286.3 4,530.2 700.1 2,255.6 10,036.9 353.4          247.1          629.4          -               1,229.9       11,267        

TOTAL VOLUME 4.9 42.6 82.8 11.7 33.5 175.6 4.9               4.1               7.8               -               16.8             192              

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 105.9 909.9 1,798.8 280.0 901.4 3,996.0 141.4          98.8            251.8          -               492.0          4,488          

TOTAL VOLUME 2.0 16.9 32.8 4.7 13.4 69.8 1.9               1.7               3.1               -               6.7               77                

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 105.9 909.9 1,798.8 280.0 901.4 3,996.0 141.4          98.8            251.8          -               492.0          4,488          

TOTAL VOLUME 2.0 16.9 32.8 4.7 13.4 69.8 1.9               1.7               3.1               -               6.7               77                

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 1.97 16.91 32.84 4.69 13.39 69.8 1.94 1.66 3.12 0.00 6.72 77

YRS. 0.04 0.37 0.71 0.10 0.29 1.52 0.04 0.04 0.07 0.0 0.15 1.66

NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS

ALTERNATIVE #2



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVol

ume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCl

assVol

ume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 289.90 5.29 275.78 5.10 264.69 4.93 105.87 1.97 105.87 1.97

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 3,548.62 66.91 3,548.62 66.91 2,286.34 42.62 909.87 16.91 909.87 16.91

3 Petersburg Ranger District 6,295.58 117.24 6,295.22 117.24 4,530.20 82.79 1,798.76 32.84 1,798.76 32.84

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 1,102.37 18.62 1,102.37 18.62 700.08 11.71 280.03 4.69 280.03 4.69

5 Wrangell Ranger District 2,717.53 41.04 2,717.53 41.04 2,255.63 33.51 901.44 13.39 901.44 13.39

6 Hoonah Ranger District 621.78 8.39 612.31 8.22 353.40 4.86 141.36 1.94 141.36 1.94

7 Juneau Ranger District 1,268.61 16.24 370.27 6.67 247.08 4.14 98.83 1.66 98.83 1.66

8 Sitka Ranger District 770.38 9.66 745.63 9.38 629.44 7.81 251.78 3.12 251.78 3.12

9 Yakutat Ranger District 92.72 3.03



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 531.0 16,153.7 22,444.6 4,980.6 18,408.2 62,518.1 4,231.8       1,381.5       5,764.5       3,453.6       14,831.4     77,349        

TOTAL VOLUME 9.8 295.3 385.5 83.4 299.9 1,073.9 59.1            17.2            83.3            43.4            203.0          1,277          

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 510.0 14,750.3 22,444.3 4,946.7 15,861.5 58,512.7 4,221.1       370.3          5,339.8       -               9,931.1       68,444        

TOTAL VOLUME 9.5 272.1 385.5 82.9 252.7 1,002.7 58.9            6.7               78.3            -               143.8          1,146          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 447.2 9,521.7 15,315.1 3,224.4 11,114.8 39,623.1 3,353.3       247.1          3,753.0       -               7,353.4       46,977        

TOTAL VOLUME 8.3 174.2 253.5 53.5 174.1 663.6 46.6            4.1               54.0            -               104.8          768              

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 178.9 3,633.7 6,013.5 1,289.7 4,444.8 15,560.6 1,341.3       98.8            1,501.2       -               2,941.4       18,502        

TOTAL VOLUME 3.3 66.5 99.8 21.4 69.6 260.6 18.7            1.7               21.6            -               41.9             302              

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 178.8 3,633.6 6,013.5 1,289.7 4,444.8 15,560.5 1,341.3       98.8            1,501.2       -               2,941.4       18,502        

TOTAL VOLUME 3.3 66.5 99.8 21.4 69.6 260.6 18.7            1.7               21.6            -               41.9             302              

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 3.30 66.45 99.83 21.39 69.61 260.6 18.66 1.66 21.60 0.00 41.91 302

YRS. 0.07 1.44 2.17 0.46 1.51 5.66 0.41 0.04 0.47 0.00 0.91 6.58

NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #3

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolum

e

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 530.95 9.81 509.97 9.47 447.18 8.26 178.86 3.31 178.81 3.30

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 16,153.73 295.27 14,750.29 272.08 9,521.65 174.24 3,633.69 66.45 3,633.64 66.45

3 Petersburg Ranger District 22,444.61 385.50 22,444.25 385.50 15,315.10 253.54 6,013.50 99.83 6,013.50 99.83

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 4,980.59 83.41 4,946.69 82.95 3,224.36 53.47 1,289.74 21.39 1,289.74 21.39

5 Wrangell Ranger District 18,408.18 299.89 15,861.54 252.68 11,114.85 174.06 4,444.84 69.61 4,444.84 69.61

6 Hoonah Ranger District 4,231.78 59.05 4,221.08 58.86 3,353.35 46.64 1,341.34 18.66 1,341.34 18.66

7 Juneau Ranger District 1,381.51 17.21 370.27 6.67 247.08 4.14 98.83 1.66 98.83 1.66

8 Sitka Ranger District 5,764.51 83.29 5,339.76 78.27 3,753.01 53.99 1,501.20 21.60 1,501.20 21.60

9 Yakutat Ranger District 3,453.64 43.43



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 26,272.9 26,099.0 47,795.8 11,141.7 42,042.6 153,351.9 26,712.8     39,441.7     36,752.2     3,359.8       106,266.4   259,618      

TOTAL VOLUME 473.5 469.5 786.9 198.4 684.1 2,612.5 378.4          550.2          497.5          42.2            1,468.3       4,081          

-               

 PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 8,269.9 26,056.9 39,196.6 7,306.3 24,341.7 105,171.4 19,684.3     4,427.7       31,267.7     -               55,379.7     160,551      

TOTAL VOLUME 145.6 468.7 668.5 130.1 387.6 1,800.5 269.2          81.3            425.2          -               775.7          2,576          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 5,309.0 14,884.8 24,731.6 4,925.6 17,064.4 66,915.5 14,411.4     3,362.0       21,912.7     -               39,686.1     106,602      

TOTAL VOLUME 92.8 265.9 403.7 87.0 267.5 1,116.9 192.5          59.9            294.3          -               546.6          1,664          

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 2,099.8 5,784.0 9,577.6 1,952.3 6,815.2 26,228.9 5,760.2       1,344.8       8,720.6       -               15,825.6     42,055        

TOTAL VOLUME 36.8 103.2 156.4 34.4 106.8 437.7 76.9            23.9            117.1          -               218.0          656              

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 2,099.7 5,783.4 9,577.6 1,952.3 6,815.2 26,228.2 5,760.2       1,344.8       8,625.6       -               15,730.6     41,959        

TOTAL VOLUME 36.8 103.2 156.4 34.4 106.8 437.6 76.9            23.9            115.9          -               216.8          654              

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 36.77 103.21 156.40 34.45 106.83 437.6 76.95 23.94 115.92 0.00 216.81 654

YRS. 0.80 2.24 3.40 0.75 2.32 9.51 1.67 0.52 2.52 0.00 4.71 9.43

NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #4

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVol

ume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 26,272.86 473.50 8,269.88 145.59 5,309.03 92.82 2,099.75 36.77 2,099.70 36.77

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 26,098.96 469.54 26,056.94 468.67 14,884.83 265.93 5,784.02 103.22 5,783.39 103.21

3 Petersburg Ranger District 47,795.77 786.93 39,196.55 668.46 24,731.63 403.66 9,577.62 156.40 9,577.62 156.40

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 11,141.72 198.44 7,306.32 130.09 4,925.62 87.03 1,952.28 34.45 1,952.28 34.45

5 Wrangell Ranger District 42,042.55 684.05 24,341.67 387.64 17,064.36 267.49 6,815.21 106.83 6,815.21 106.83

6 Hoonah Ranger District 26,712.77 378.43 19,684.27 269.20 14,411.43 192.51 5,760.21 76.95 5,760.21 76.95

7 Juneau Ranger District 39,441.65 550.22 4,427.70 81.28 3,362.03 59.86 1,344.81 23.94 1,344.81 23.94

8 Sitka Ranger District 36,752.21 497.46 31,267.72 425.20 21,912.68 294.27 8,720.61 117.15 8,625.55 115.92

9 Yakutat Ranger District 3,359.76 42.18



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 29,549.3 32,382.8 51,890.3 11,863.7 48,027.3 173,713.6 27,625.9     45,129.7     38,493.1     3,453.6       114,702.3   288,416      

TOTAL VOLUME 531.7 582.6 847.2 214.0 791.3 2,966.8 389.0          629.7          523.7          43.4            1,585.8       4,553          

-               

PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 9,525.9 27,582.1 40,068.6 8,028.3 26,971.5 112,176.4 20,597.4     5,972.4       32,869.2     -               59,439.0     171,615      

TOTAL VOLUME 169.7 497.2 683.4 145.6 436.4 1,932.3 279.8          102.4          449.6          -               831.8          2,764          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 6,273.1 15,790.5 25,281.2 5,516.1 18,266.9 71,127.7 14,672.5     4,251.3       22,824.0     -               41,747.8     112,875      

TOTAL VOLUME 111.2 284.5 413.2 99.6 288.7 1,197.2 195.7          71.4            308.0          -               575.2          1,772          

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 2,465.9 6,083.8 9,770.5 2,145.2 7,189.7 27,655.0 5,845.3       1,648.6       9,065.1       -               16,559.0     44,214        

TOTAL VOLUME 43.8 109.6 159.7 38.6 113.4 465.2 78.0            28.2            122.3          -               228.5          694              

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 2,463.8 6,083.2 9,770.5 2,145.2 7,189.7 27,652.2 5,845.3       1,648.6       8,970.1       -               16,464.0     44,116        

TOTAL VOLUME 43.8 109.6 159.7 38.6 113.4 465.1 78.0            28.2            121.1          -               227.3          692              

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 43.77 109.55 159.71 38.65 113.43 465.1 78.01 28.15 121.09 0.00 227.26 692

YRS. 0.95 2.38 3.47 0.84 2.47 10.11 1.70 0.61 2.63 0.00 4.94 15.05

NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVol

ume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 29,549.33 531.68 9,525.87 169.70 6,273.10 111.21 2,465.90 43.81 2,463.77 43.77

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 32,382.82 582.61 27,582.11 497.19 15,790.48 284.49 6,083.80 109.57 6,083.18 109.55

3 Petersburg Ranger District 51,890.34 847.16 40,068.62 683.41 25,281.18 413.21 9,770.45 159.71 9,770.45 159.71

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 11,863.74 213.96 8,028.33 145.60 5,516.07 99.56 2,145.16 38.65 2,145.16 38.65

5 Wrangell Ranger District 48,027.35 791.35 26,971.45 436.39 18,266.89 288.70 7,189.67 113.43 7,189.67 113.43

6 Hoonah Ranger District 27,625.90 388.98 20,597.41 279.76 14,672.47 195.70 5,845.34 78.01 5,845.34 78.01

7 Juneau Ranger District 45,129.68 629.66 5,972.42 102.42 4,251.31 71.44 1,648.59 28.15 1,648.59 28.15

8 Sitka Ranger District 38,493.06 523.70 32,869.19 449.58 22,823.98 308.02 9,065.11 122.32 8,970.06 121.09

9 Yakutat Ranger District 3,453.64 43.43



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 11,700.2 32,251.1 58,378.3 0.0 14,701.8 117,031.4 3,281.9       23,535.1     35,617.1     8.9               62,443.0     179,474      

TOTAL VOLUME 231.9 599.7 1,003.0 0.0 249.1 2,083.8 50.3            354.5          487.4          0.1               892.2          2,976          

-               

PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 3,490.8 0.0 28,367.5 0.0 7,904.8 39,763.1 -               -               6,923.2       -               6,923.2       46,686        

TOTAL VOLUME 75.3 0.0 486.7 0.0 132.5 694.5 -               -               94.1            -               94.1             789              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.7 53.7 -               -               -               -               -               54                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.7 -               -               -               -               -               1                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.5 21.5 -               -               -               -               -               21                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3 -               -               -               -               -               0                  

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.5 21.5 -               -               -               -               -               21                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3 -               -               -               -               -               0                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

YRS. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 T77 Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVol

ume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 11,700.24 231.93 3,490.77 75.29

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 32,251.07 599.73

3 Petersburg Ranger District 58,378.27 1,003.03 28,367.48 486.70

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District

5 Wrangell Ranger District 14,701.80 249.12 7,904.81 132.52 53.74 0.74 21.49 0.29 21.49 0.29

6 Hoonah Ranger District 3,281.93 50.26

7 Juneau Ranger District 23,535.12 354.52

8 Sitka Ranger District 35,617.07 487.40 6,923.20 94.10

9 Yakutat Ranger District 8.89 0.07



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 43,996.4 48,719.9 109,045.6 12,817.5 65,800.1 280,379.5 3,281.9       87,626.7     46,765.1     -               137,673.6   418,053      

TOTAL VOLUME 797.4 901.1 1,822.4 237.3 1,155.1 4,913.2 50.3            1,225.1       627.2          -               1,902.5       6,816          

-               

PHASE 1 TOTAL ACRES 13,714.4 11,066.7 47,237.5 8,131.5 27,802.0 107,952.1 -               0.0               6,639.0       -               6,639.0       114,591      

TOTAL VOLUME 259.9 201.0 803.2 150.8 476.4 1,891.2 -               0.0               88.3            -               88.3             1,980          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 113.9 113.9 -               -               -               -               -               114              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 -               -               -               -               -               2                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 39.4 39.4 -               -               -               -               -               39                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.7 -               -               -               -               -               1                  

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 39.4 39.4 -               -               -               -               -               39                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.7 -               -               -               -               -               1                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF DISTRICT VOLUME 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1

YRS. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 TNC/AUD Priority Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClas

sVolum

e

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 43,996.42 797.39 13,714.43 259.85

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 48,719.91 901.06 11,066.69 201.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 Petersburg Ranger District 109,045.61 1,822.39 47,237.48 803.19

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 12,817.47 237.27 8,131.49 150.76

5 Wrangell Ranger District 65,800.12 1,155.05 27,802.02 476.37 113.91 1.98 39.35 0.66 39.35 0.66

6 Hoonah Ranger District 3,281.92 50.26

7 Juneau Ranger District 87,626.66 1,225.12 0.01 0.00

8 Sitka Ranger District 46,765.05 627.17 6,638.99 88.32

9 Yakutat Ranger District



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 5,047.9 1,035.1 1,916.5 2,240.7 2,126.9 12,367.2 -               -               -               2,257.5       2,257.5       14,625        

TOTAL VOLUME 89.2 18.2 32.0 45.7 36.6 221.8 -               -               -               53.0            53.0             275              

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 13.7 0.0 0.0 13.7 -               -               -               2,257.5       2,257.5       2,271          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 -               -               -               53.0            53.0             53                

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS

ALTERNATIVE #2



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume

SuitAcr

es

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 5,047.94 89.22

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 1,035.11 18.24

3 Petersburg Ranger District 1,916.53 32.03 13.69 0.24

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 2,240.69 45.73

5 Wrangell Ranger District 2,126.89 36.61

6 Hoonah Ranger District

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 2,257.50 52.97 2,257.50 52.97



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 10,689.0 10,483.6 5,615.2 17,111.2 4,710.8 48,609.6 209.5          -               -               9,558.0       9,767.6       58,377        

TOTAL VOLUME 189.0 191.0 91.6 330.1 78.5 880.1 2.7               -               -               274.7          277.4          1,158          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 128.8 544.9 0.0 673.7 -               -               -               9,558.0       9,558.0       10,232        

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 2.6 11.2 0.0 13.8 -               -               -               274.7          274.7          289              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #3

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume

SuitAcre

s

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 10,688.95 188.95

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 10,483.57 190.98

3 Petersburg Ranger District 5,615.18 91.56 128.81 2.63

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 17,111.17 330.09 544.90 11.17

5 Wrangell Ranger District 4,710.76 78.49

6 Hoonah Ranger District 209.54 2.69

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 9,558.03 274.75 9,558.03 274.75



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 12,601.2 15,531.3 22,094.5 25,157.5 8,071.8 83,456.2 1,169.2       -               -               9,449.2       10,618.4     94,075        

TOTAL VOLUME 223.9 284.3 354.8 482.5 136.8 1,482.2 16.6            -               -               271.5          288.1          1,770          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 5,421.0 1,173.5 0.0 6,594.5 -               -               -               9,449.2       9,449.2       16,044        

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 89.8 22.9 0.0 112.7 -               -               -               271.5          271.5          384              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #4

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClas

sVolum

e

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 12,601.21 223.91

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 15,531.26 284.33

3 Petersburg Ranger District 22,094.51 354.75 5,420.99 89.82

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 25,157.46 482.47 1,173.47 22.86

5 Wrangell Ranger District 8,071.80 136.78

6 Hoonah Ranger District 1,169.20 16.63

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 9,449.18 271.51 9,449.18 271.51



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 12,605.3 15,528.2 22,207.2 25,194.5 8,076.4 83,611.6 1,169.2       -               -               9,558.0       10,727.2     94,339        

TOTAL VOLUME 224.0 284.3 356.3 478.5 136.9 1,479.9 16.6            -               -               274.7          291.4          1,771          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 5,421.0 1,173.5 0.0 6,594.5 -               -               -               9,558.0       9,558.0       16,152        

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 89.8 22.9 0.0 112.7 -               -               -               274.7          274.7          387              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitV

olum

e

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 12,605.34 224.00

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 15,528.20 284.26

3 Petersburg Ranger District 22,207.17 356.30 5,420.99 89.82

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 25,194.51 478.46 1,173.47 22.86

5 Wrangell Ranger District 8,076.41 136.88

6 Hoonah Ranger District 1,169.20 16.63

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District 9,558.03 274.75 9,558.03 274.75



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 3,285.1 270.9 5,038.4 8,594.4 -               -               -               -               -               8,594          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 66.3 4.8 84.1 155.2 -               -               -               -               -               155              

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.4 -               -               -               -               -               0                  

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               0                  

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 T77 Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume

SuitAcre

s

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District

3 Petersburg Ranger District 3,285.12 66.29 0.41 0.01

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 270.88 4.84 0.01 0.00

5 Wrangell Ranger District 5,038.37 84.09

6 Hoonah Ranger District

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.8 699.2 1,946.0 5,038.3 7,684.3 -               -               -               -               -               7,684          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 12.5 38.6 84.1 135.1 -               -               -               -               -               135              

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 503.6 0.0 503.6 -               -               -               -               -               504              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.1 0.0 9.1 -               -               -               -               -               9                  

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

-               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               -               -               -               -               -               

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 POSITIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 TNC/AUD Priority Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVo

lume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 0.01 0.00

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 0.77 0.02

3 Petersburg Ranger District 699.22 12.48 0.00 0.00

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 1,946.01 38.56 503.59 9.08

5 Wrangell Ranger District 5,038.29 84.09

6 Hoonah Ranger District

7 Juneau Ranger District

8 Sitka Ranger District

9 Yakutat Ranger District



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 289.9 3,548.6 6,295.6 1,102.4 2,717.5 13,954.0 621.8          1,268.6       770.4          92.7            2,753.5       16,707        

TOTAL VOLUME 5.3 66.9 117.2 18.6 41.0 249.1 8.4               16.2            9.7               3.0               37.3             286              

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 14.1 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 14.5 9.5               898.3          24.8            92.7            1,025.3       1,040          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2               9.6               0.3               3.0               13.1             13                

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               434.5          -               -               434.5          434              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               3.3               -               -               3.3               3                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               92.0             92                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

-               -               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.70 1

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS

ALTERNATIVE #2



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClassV

olume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 289.90 5.29 14.13 0.19

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 3,548.62 66.91

3 Petersburg Ranger District 6,295.58 117.24 0.36 0.00

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 1,102.37 18.62

5 Wrangell Ranger District 2,717.53 41.04

6 Hoonah Ranger District 621.78 8.39 9.47 0.17

7 Juneau Ranger District 1,268.61 16.24 898.34 9.58 434.50 3.30 91.96 0.70 91.96 0.70

8 Sitka Ranger District 770.38 9.66 24.76 0.28

9 Yakutat Ranger District 92.72 3.03 92.72 3.03



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 531.0 16,153.7 22,444.6 4,980.6 18,408.2 62,518.1 4,231.8       1,381.5       5,764.5       3,453.6       14,831.4     77,349        

TOTAL VOLUME 9.8 295.3 385.5 83.4 299.9 1,073.9 59.1            17.2            83.3            43.4            203.0          1,277          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 21.0 1,403.4 0.4 33.9 2,546.6 4,005.3 10.7            1,011.2       424.8          3,453.6       4,900.3       8,906          

TOTAL VOLUME 0.3 23.2 0.0 0.5 47.2 71.2 0.2               10.5            5.0               43.4            59.2             130              

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               434.5          -               -               434.5          434              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               3.3               -               -               3.3               3                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               92.0             92                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

-               -               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.70 1

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #3

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVolu

me

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 530.95 9.81 20.98 0.34

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 16,153.73 295.27 1,403.44 23.20

3 Petersburg Ranger District 22,444.61 385.50 0.36 0.00

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 4,980.59 83.41 33.89 0.47

5 Wrangell Ranger District 18,408.18 299.89 2,546.64 47.22

6 Hoonah Ranger District 4,231.78 59.05 10.70 0.19

7 Juneau Ranger District 1,381.51 17.21 1,011.25 10.55 434.50 3.30 91.96 0.70 91.96 0.70

8 Sitka Ranger District 5,764.51 83.29 424.75 5.02

9 Yakutat Ranger District 3,453.64 43.43 3,453.64 43.43



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAYWRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 26,272.9 26,099.0 47,795.8 11,141.7 42,042.6 153,351.9 26,712.8     39,441.7     36,752.2     3,359.8       106,266.4   259,618      

TOTAL VOLUME 473.5 469.5 786.9 198.4 684.1 2,612.5 378.4          550.2          497.5          42.2            1,468.3       4,081          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 17,629.1 42.0 8,599.2 3,835.4 17,700.9 47,806.7 7,028.5       35,013.9     5,484.5       3,359.8       50,886.7     98,693        

TOTAL VOLUME 322.2 0.9 118.5 68.4 296.4 806.3 109.2          468.9          72.3            42.2            692.6          1,499          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               434.5          -               -               434.5          434              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               3.3               -               -               3.3               3                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               92.0             92                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

-               -               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.70 1

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #4

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume

SuitAcre

s

SuitVol

ume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegCla

ssVolu

me

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 26,272.86 473.50 17,629.13 322.18 0.00 0.00

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 26,098.96 469.54 42.02 0.87

3 Petersburg Ranger District 47,795.77 786.93 8,599.22 118.47

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 11,141.72 198.44 3,835.41 68.36

5 Wrangell Ranger District 42,042.55 684.05 17,700.88 296.41

6 Hoonah Ranger District 26,712.77 378.43 7,028.49 109.22

7 Juneau Ranger District 39,441.65 550.22 35,013.95 468.93 434.50 3.30 91.96 0.70 91.96 0.70

8 Sitka Ranger District 36,752.21 497.46 5,484.49 72.26

9 Yakutat Ranger District 3,359.76 42.18 3,359.76 42.18



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 29,549.3 32,382.8 51,890.3 11,863.7 48,027.3 173,713.6 27,625.9     45,129.7     38,493.1     3,453.6       114,702.3   288,416      

TOTAL VOLUME 531.7 582.6 847.2 214.0 791.3 2,966.8 389.0          629.7          523.7          43.4            1,585.8       4,553          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 19,649.6 4,800.6 11,821.7 3,835.4 21,055.9 61,163.2 7,028.5       39,104.7     5,623.9       3,453.6       55,210.7     116,374      

TOTAL VOLUME 356.2 85.4 163.7 68.4 355.0 1,028.7 109.2          526.8          74.1            43.4            753.6          1,782          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               434.5          -               -               434.5          434              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               3.3               -               -               3.3               3                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               92.0             92                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

-               -               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               92.0            -               -               -               

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -               0.7               -               -               0.7               1                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.70 1

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVol

ume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClas

sVolum

e

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 29,549.33 531.68 19,649.62 356.24 0.00 0.00

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 32,382.82 582.61 4,800.57 85.42

3 Petersburg Ranger District 51,890.34 847.16 11,821.72 163.75

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 11,863.74 213.96 3,835.41 68.36

5 Wrangell Ranger District 48,027.35 791.35 21,055.90 354.96

6 Hoonah Ranger District 27,625.90 388.98 7,028.49 109.22

7 Juneau Ranger District 45,129.68 629.66 39,104.71 526.84 434.50 3.30 91.96 0.70 91.96 0.70

8 Sitka Ranger District 38,493.06 523.70 5,623.87 74.12

9 Yakutat Ranger District 3,453.64 43.43 3,453.64 43.43



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 11,700.2 32,251.1 58,378.3 0.0 14,701.8 117,031.4 3,281.9       23,535.1     35,617.1     8.9               62,443.0     179,474      

TOTAL VOLUME 231.9 599.7 1,003.0 0.0 249.1 2,083.8 50.3            354.5          487.4          0.1               892.2          2,976          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 7,627.1 32,251.1 30,010.8 0.0 6,797.0 76,685.9 3,281.9       23,535.1     28,693.9     8.9               55,519.8     132,206      

TOTAL VOLUME 147.3 599.7 516.3 0.0 116.6 1,379.9 50.3            354.5          393.3          0.1               798.1          2,178          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 20.7 151.4 0.0 0.0 172.1 -               -               5.2               -               5.2               177              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.6 3.4 0.0 0.0 4.0 -               -               0.1               -               0.1               4                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 8.3 60.5 0.0 0.0 68.8 -               -               2.1               -               2.1               71                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.3 1.4 0.0 0.0 1.6 -               -               0.0               -               0.0               2                  

-               -               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 8.3 60.5 0.0 0.0 68.8 -               -               2.1               -               69                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.3 1.4 0.0 0.0 1.6 -               -               0.0               -               0.0               2                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.25 1.36 0.00 0.00 1.6 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 2

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 T77 Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitV

olum

e

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClass

Volume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 11,700.24 231.93 7,627.10 147.27

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 32,251.07 599.73 32,251.07 599.73 20.74 0.63 8.30 0.25 8.30 0.25

3 Petersburg Ranger District 58,378.27 1,003.03 30,010.79 516.33 151.35 3.40 60.54 1.36 60.54 1.36

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District

5 Wrangell Ranger District 14,701.80 249.12 6,796.99 116.60

6 Hoonah Ranger District 3,281.93 50.26 3,281.93 50.26

7 Juneau Ranger District 23,535.12 354.52 23,535.12 354.52

8 Sitka Ranger District 35,617.07 487.40 28,693.87 393.30 5.21 0.09 2.08 0.04 2.08 0.04

9 Yakutat Ranger District 8.89 0.07 8.89 0.07



TONGASS

CRAIG KTN-MISTY PETERSBURG THORNE BAY WRANGELL TOTAL HOONAH JUNEAU SITKA YAKUTAT TOTAL

GROSS POG TOTAL ACRES 43,996.4 48,719.9 109,045.6 12,817.5 65,800.1 280,379.5 3,281.9       87,626.7     46,765.1     -               137,673.6   418,053      

TOTAL VOLUME 797.4 901.1 1,822.4 237.3 1,155.1 4,913.2 50.3            1,225.1       627.2          -               1,902.5       6,816          

-               

IN PHASE 2 OR 3 TOTAL ACRES 28,817.3 37,653.2 61,808.1 4,686.0 37,998.1 170,962.7 3,281.9       87,626.6     40,126.1     -               131,034.6   301,997      

TOTAL VOLUME 512.0 700.0 1,019.2 86.5 678.7 2,996.4 50.3            1,225.1       538.9          -               1,814.2       4,811          

-               

AFTER SUITABILITY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 34.0 172.1 0.0 0.4 206.5 -               -               5.2               -               5.2               212              

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.9 3.8 0.0 0.0 4.7 -               -               0.1               -               0.1               5                  

-               

AFTER REG. CLASS TOTAL ACRES 0.0 12.4 68.8 0.0 0.2 81.4 -               -               2.1               -               2.1               83                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.3 1.5 0.0 0.0 1.9 -               -               0.0               -               0.0               2                  

-               -               

AFTER LEGACY TOTAL ACRES 0.0 12.4 68.8 0.0 0.2 81.4 -               -               2.1               -               81                

TOTAL VOLUME 0.0 0.3 1.5 0.0 0.0 1.9 -               -               0.0               -               0.0               2                  

PTSQ - 46 MMBF 0.00 0.34 1.53 0.00 0.00 1.9 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 2

YRS. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0

PHASE 2 & 3 NEGATIVE VALUE VCUs

ALTERNATIVE #5 TNC/AUD Priority Areas Only

SOUTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS NORTHERN RANGER DISTRICTS



Order DISTRICTNAME GrossAcres

GrossVolum

e PhaseAcres PhaseVolume SuitAcres

SuitVol

ume

RegClass_Ac

res

RegClassV

olume

LegVCU_Acr

es

LegVCUVolu

me

1 Craig Ranger District 43,996.42 797.39 28,817.31 511.96

2

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger 

District 48,719.91 901.06 37,653.22 700.05 34.05 0.90 12.38 0.34 12.38 0.34

3 Petersburg Ranger District 109,045.61 1,822.39 61,808.14 1,019.20 172.12 3.83 68.84 1.53 68.84 1.53

4 Thorne Bay Ranger District 12,817.47 237.27 4,685.97 86.51

5 Wrangell Ranger District 65,800.12 1,155.05 37,998.06 678.68 0.38 0.01 0.15 0.00 0.15 0.00

6 Hoonah Ranger District 3,281.92 50.26 3,281.92 50.26

7 Juneau Ranger District 87,626.66 1,225.12 87,626.65 1,225.12

8 Sitka Ranger District 46,765.05 627.17 40,126.06 538.85 5.21 0.09 2.08 0.04 2.08 0.04

9 Yakutat Ranger District



GROSS ACRES w/ T77 & TNC/AUD shown

S. RANGER DISTRICTS ACRES VOLUME ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume

CRAIG 7,005          133           13,193         243            40,814           741            33,828           597            11,675       231           43,929       796           89,432           1,624        

KTN-MISTY 4,576          85             19,704         368            41,552           753            15,643           268            32,132       597           48,595       898           96,370           1,764        

PETERSBURG 13,722        246           33,540         573            74,164           1,219        15,282           193            61,467       1,065       109,426     1,828       186,174        3,086        

THORNE BAY 4,354          81             24,158         452            37,940           708            36,703           686            264             5               14,731       275           51,698           966            

WRANGELL 12,373        202           26,364         442            60,009           988            39,845           652            19,665       332           70,548       1,234       130,057        2,218        

S. DISTRICTS TOTAL 42,030        747           116,959       2,078        254,479        4,409        141,301        2,396        125,202     2,230       287,228     5,032       553,731        9,658        

    

N. RANGER DISTRICTS ACRES VOLUME ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume

HOONAH 625 8 4443 62 27885 395 25,513           355            3,282          50             3,282          50             32,077           456            

JUNEAU 849 13 849 13 39024 547 21,146           272            23,535       355           88,036       1,230       132,717        1,856        

SITKA 1222 16 5880 86 37155 503 10,577           140            35,607       487           46,755       627           92,940           1,254        

YAKUTAT 2357 56 2357 56 12816 314 12,999           318            21               0               12               0               13,033           319            

N. DISTRICTS TOTAL 5053 94 13529 217 116880 1759 70,236           1,085        62,446       892           138,086     1,907       270,767        3,885        

FOREST TOTALS 47,083        840           130,488       2,295        371,359        6,168        211,537        3,481        187,648     3,123       425,314     6,939       824,498        13,543      

GROSS ACRES INCLUDE ALL ACRES OF POG - SUITABILITY AND/OR AVAILABILITY NOT CONSIDERED

UNDER  ALT.6 THE ACRES & VOLUME THE NUMBERS IN D. LUD + T77 + TNC/AUD = ALT. 6 TOTAL

ALT. 6 TOTAL

ALT. 5

ALT. 5

D. LUD T77 TNC

D. LUD TNCT77 ALT. 6 TOTAL

ALT. 2 ALT. 3 ALT. 4

ALT. 2 ALT. 3 ALT. 4



S. RANGER DISTRICTS AFA ACRES FS ACRES AFA ACRES FS ACRES AFA ACRES FS ACRES AFA ACRES FS ACRES

CRAIG 7,005          4,400          13,193        8,300          40,814        14,400        33,828        16,300        

KTN-MISTY 4,576          3,300          19,704        11,300        41,552        23,400        15,643        24,400        

PETERSBURG 13,722        3,900          33,540        17,200        74,164        36,000        15,281        37,400        

THORNE BAY 4,354          1,900          24,158        13,700        37,940        20,300        36,703        21,200        

WRANGELL 12,373        3,500          26,364        9,900          60,009        22,800        39,844        24,000        

S. DISTRICTS TOTAL 42,030        17,000        116,959      60,400        254,479      116,900      141,299      123,300      

  

N. RANGER DISTRICTS AFA ACRES FS ACRES AFA ACRES FS ACRES AFA ACRES FS ACRES AFA ACRES FS ACRES

HOONAH 625 400 4443 3500 27885 15000 25513 15600

JUNEAU 849 300 849 300 39024 3400 21146 4400

SITKA 1222 400 5880 3600 37155 22300 10578 23300

YAKUTAT 2357 0 2357 0 12816 0 13000 0

N. DISTRICTS TOTAL 5053 1100 13529 7400 116880 40700 70237 43300

FOREST TOTALS 47,083        18,100        130,488      67,800        371,359      157,600      211,536      166,600      

ALT. 2 ALT. 3 ALT. 4 ALT. 5

D. LUD

ALT. 2 ALT. 3 ALT. 4 ALT. 5

D. LUD



Old Growth

DISTRICTNAME Alt2_acres Alt2_vol Alt3_acres Alt3_vol Alt4_acres Alt4_vol Alt5T_acres Alt5T_vol Alt5T77_acres Alt5T77_Vol Alt5TNC_Acres Alt5TNC_Vol N_or_S
Craig Ranger District 7,004.99 133.11 13,193.09 243.06 40,814.19 741.07 89,432.27 1,624.27 11,674.78 231.18 43,929.02 796.02 S

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger District 4,575.68 84.91 19,703.79 368.17 41,552.36 752.61 96,370.20 1,763.66 32,131.71 597.11 48,595.04 898.40 S

Petersburg Ranger District 13,721.99 245.67 33,540.26 573.08 74,163.68 1,218.60 186,173.63 3,086.33 61,466.72 1,064.87 109,425.54 1,828.09 S

Thorne Bay Ranger District 4,354.47 80.64 24,157.99 452.25 37,939.81 708.48 51,698.27 965.57 264.04 4.69 14,730.77 275.22 S

Wrangell Ranger District 12,372.59 202.19 26,363.70 441.52 60,008.81 987.99 130,056.91 2,217.95 19,664.82 332.18 70,547.68 1,234.19 S

Hoonah Ranger District 624.54 8.44 4,442.97 61.77 27,885.01 395.11 32,077.31 455.88 3,281.93 50.26 3,281.92 50.26 N

Juneau Ranger District 849.42 13.06 849.42 13.06 39,024.02 547.05 132,717.27 1,855.88 23,535.12 354.52 88,035.88 1,229.63 N

Sitka Ranger District 1,221.63 16.08 5,879.65 85.76 37,155.03 503.28 92,939.83 1,254.37 35,607.27 487.22 46,755.26 627.00 N

Yakutat Ranger District 2,357.21 56.04 2,357.21 56.04 12,815.94 313.73 13,033.04 318.64 21.34 0.46 12.47 0.39 N

Young Growth

DISTRICTNAME Alt2_acres Alt2_vol Alt3_acres Alt3_vol Alt4_acres Alt4_vol Alt5T_acres Alt5T_vol Alt5T77_acres Alt5T77_Vol Alt5TNC_Acres Alt5TNC_Vol N_or_S
Craig Ranger District 10.69 0.31 35.30 0.69 75.23 1.48 167.00 3.49 25.47 0.75 68.11 1.39 S

Ketchikan - Misty Ranger District 8.05 0.23 19.56 0.46 109.18 1.80 370.74 6.34 102.14 2.26 125.87 2.68 S

Petersburg Ranger District 26.53 0.36 56.97 0.78 62.51 0.94 364.53 7.46 211.58 4.65 301.97 6.52 S

Thorne Bay Ranger District 54.73 1.53 123.74 2.52 163.49 3.45 170.74 3.66 6.85 0.14 32.95 0.61 S

Wrangell Ranger District 251.47 4.10 367.35 5.69 371.84 5.75 391.05 6.02 81.27 1.11 173.68 3.03 S



ACRES VOLUME ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume ACRES Volume

S. RANGER DISTRICTS

CRAIG 4,400.00    118.45     8,300.00    223.44      14,400.00    387.65      16,300.00    438.80      

KTN-MISTY 3,300.00    88.84       11,300.00  304.20      23,400.00    629.93      24,400.00    656.85      

PETERSBURG 3,900.00    104.99     17,200.00  463.02      36,000.00    969.12      37,400.00    1,006.81  

THORNE BAY 1,900.00    51.15       13,700.00  368.80      20,300.00    546.48      21,200.00    570.70      

WRANGELL 3,500.00    94.22       9,900.00    266.51      22,800.00    613.78      24,000.00    646.08      

S. DISTRICTS TOTAL 17,000.00  457.64     60,400.00  1,625.97  116,900.00  3,146.95  123,300.00  3,319.24  

N. RANGER DISTRICTS

HOONAH 400.00        9.40          3,500.00    82.25        15,000.00    352.50      15,600.00    366.60      

JUNEAU 300.00        7.05          300.00        7.05          3,400.00       79.90        4,400.00       103.40      

SITKA 400.00        9.40          3,600.00    84.60        22,300.00    524.05      23,300.00    547.55      

YAKUTAT -              -            -              -            -                 -            -                 -            

N. DISTRICTS TOTAL 1,100.00    25.85       7,400.00    173.90      40,700.00    956.45      43,300.00    1,017.55  

FOREST TOTAL 18,100.00  483.49     67,800.00  1,799.87  157,600.00  4,103.40  166,600.00  4,336.79  

ALT. 2 ALT. 3 ALT. 4 ALT. 5

T77 TNCD. LUD
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Introduction 

Global climate change continues as an issue frequently raised in both political and scientific arenas.  In 

these discussions the role of forests and the products derived from forests are often mentioned. 

 

The National Association of State Foresters (NASF) is comprised of the chief administrators of the 

forestry agencies in all fifty states, the U.S. Territories and the District of Columbia.  These agencies 

protect, manage, or assist in the protection and management of state, local government and privately 

owned forest lands totaling over 500 million acres.  These efforts produce substantial multiple benefits 

for society as a whole.  Enhancing the role of forests in climate change mitigation and improving 

adaptability is possible within virtually every program of concern to state foresters.  Strengthening, 

growing and improving these efforts not only addresses climate change, but supports the fundamental 

mission of state forestry agencies. 

 

Trees absorb carbon dioxide from the air, convert it to wood and release oxygen in the process.  The 

carbon stored in wood represents carbon that does not enter the atmosphere where it would contribute 

to a “greenhouse effect” that warms the earth.  It is estimated that fourteen to fifteen percent of the 

nation’s annual carbon emissions are offset by the additional carbon stored in US forests and wood 

products each year.1  Carbon remains stored in wood until it deteriorates, whether it breaks down 

within a dying tree, a piece of lumber or a piece of paper.  Agency programs that increase the extent of 

forests and tree growth, and promote greater use of wood products, ultimately lead to increased carbon 

storage. 

 

The carbon released when converting wood to energy is recaptured when replacement wood is grown.  

In contrast, the use of fossil fuels increases the total amount of carbon in the atmosphere.  A panel of 

scientists, conducting a comprehensive review of current research, have concluded that – over the long 

term – cumulative emissions of carbon dioxide can be “reduced by substituting forest bio-energy for 

fossil fuels.”2 Programs that promote economically viable wood energy uses can also play a beneficial 

role. 

 

Another concern is how ecosystems may change as climate changes.  An important characteristic of 

adaptable ecosystems is that their response to change is more subtle than dramatic.  They exhibit a 

resilience that allows them to experience natural disturbances and long-term shifts in external 

 
1 US Environmental Protection Agency. 2013. Inventory of US greenhouse gas emissions and sinks: 1990 – 2011. 
EPA 430-R-13-001, Washington, DC. 
2 Miner, R. et al. Forest carbon accounting considerations in US bioenergy policy. Journal of Forestry. 112(6): 591 – 
606. 
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influences (such as climate) without creating a rapid, wholesale replacement of the current system.  

Resilience is fostered by managing for biological diversity at a large scale.  Landscape-level focus areas 

that promote collaboration across diverse public and private ownerships can be an important tool for 

ensuring adaptable forest ecosystems.  

 

Recommendations 

 

Increase Investment in Urban Forests- 

Trees in urban areas store an estimated 770 million tons of carbon.  They remove 740 million tons of air 

pollution each year and save over 2 billion dollars in residential energy costs annually resulting in 

significant reductions in fossil fuel use.  Beyond these benefits to climate change mitigation are a host of 

other benefits to water quality, noise abatement, wildlife, human health and others.3  Facilitating the 

conversion of urban wood into forest products and bio-energy also have positive climate change 

consequences.  Enhanced funding for Urban and Community Forestry Programs would increase the level 

of all of these benefits. 

 

Improve Forest Health Funding – 

Forest health programs administered by the states also contribute carbon benefits.  From 2008 to 2012 

over forty million acres of forest mortality were caused by insects and diseases.4  Mortality results in 

carbon loss and poor forest health reduces the rate of carbon sequestration.  Increased funding to 

better protect forests is essential to their role in climate change mitigation and becomes more so every 

year as the rate of invasive species occurrence continues to accelerate. 

 

 

 

 

Increase Funding for State and Volunteer Fire Assistance and Reduce the Occurrence of Catastrophic 

Fire – 

The Environmental Protection Agency estimates that wildland fires in the US from the years 2005 

through 2013 generated greenhouse gases in an amount totaling 91.3 million metric tons.5  This is 

relatively small compared to what was emitted from transportation in just one year (2013) estimated at 

1718.4 million metric tons.  NASF supports implementation of the “Cohesive Strategy” wherein the 

wildland fire community has identified three national goals: 

- Restore and maintain resilient landscapes using tools such as thinning and prescribed fire 

- Assure fire adapted communities through collaborative planning and fuels management 

 
3 Nowak, D. et al. 2010. Sustaining America’s Urban Trees and Forests. USDA Forest Service GTR NRS-62, 
Washington, DC. 
4 USDA Forest Service. 2013. Major Forest Insect and Disease Conditions in the United States – 2012. FS-1023, 
Washington DC. 
5 US Environmental Protection Agency. 2015. US Greenhouse Gas Inventory Report: 1990-2013. (Found at 
http://epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/usinventoryreport.html) 
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- Provide a safe, effective and efficient wildfire response6 

Adequately addressing these goals requires additional financial resources and while emissions from 

wildfire may not be substantial at the national level achieving these goals would still create a climate 

change benefit. 

 

Reform Federal Land Management Policy – 

Since the largest fires occur on federal lands the greatest gains are to be made there.  To that end NASF 

supports policy reform that would accelerate the scope, scale and pace of on-the-ground management 

of federal forests.  Increased accomplishment is the only option for improving federal land resilience at 

an acreage level that ensures that in the future large catastrophic fires and insect infestations covering 

millions of acres will not become even more prominent as a result of the stressors brought on by climate 

change.  In addition to treatments to reduce fire risk post-fire rehabilitation and reforestation need to 

be addressed in a more timely and predictable fashion. 

There is also a need to create new administrative, compliance and planning processes that allow more 

timely response to changing conditions.  In addition, funding of fire protection on federal lands needs to 

not rely on the transfer of funds from other programs – such as private landowner assistance – that are 

contributing to climate change mitigation. 

 

Establish Favorable Tax Policy – 

Tax policy impacting forest owners can influence decisions around retention of forests or conversion to 

other uses.  It is important to maintain current beneficial tax policies such as treating timber sales as a 

capital gain and expensing management costs yearly.  Increasing the cap on the dollar amount exempt 

from estate taxes would prevent heirs from having to dispose of property to meet a tax liability.  And, 

reinstating the enhanced tax benefits that had been available to landowners who contribute 

conservation easements on their land would also assist in retaining forest cover. 

 

Support Expansion of Forest Product Markets and Forest Bio-energy Utilization– 

In 2007 there was an estimated eight billion tons of greenhouse gases stored in wood products still in 

use or in landfills.7  Housing drives the production of solid wood products and manufacturing activity 

normally drives paper production.  The recession of 2008 dampened both markets and slowed the rate 

of carbon storage in those products.  NASF supports encouraging the use of wood over other non-wood 

building materials and facilitating the expansion of wood industries, as well as increasing the use of 

woody biomass.  Programs implemented by state forestry agencies include forest inventory analyses 

and providing technical support to existing or emerging natural resource-based businesses.  NASF also 

supports expanding the availability of raw material from national forests, particularly in the western US 

 
6 USDI/USDA. 2014. The National Strategy – The Final Phase in the Development of the National Cohesive Wildland 
Fire Management Strategy (Found at http://www.forestsandrangelands.gov/strategy) 
7 USDA Forest Service. 2010. National Report on Sustainable Forests – 2010. FS-979, Washington, DC. 
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as a way to convert more domestic standing timber, reduce fuels and rebalance age classes as well as 

serving to support the maintenance of forest product markets for private landowners. 

 

Estimates are that between 30 and 80 million dry tons of wood fuel from various sources could be 

available annually given prices to energy producers that would range from 20 to 40 dollars per ton.8 As 

previously cited, scientists have determined that, over the long term, substituting wood bio-energy for 

fossil fuels results in a net reduction in atmospheric carbon. In 2007 wood generated approximately two 

percent of all the energy consumed in the US.9  Thus there is substantial room for growth and with it 

would come the added benefit of improving markets for private landowners, thereby encouraging 

retention and management of forests.  Certification programs in conjunction with solid data such as that 

from FIA could play an important role in addressing concerns over sustainability. 

 

Strengthen Research and Forest Inventory and Analysis – 

The Forest Inventory and Analysis (FIA) program has tracked carbon stocks since the early 1990s.  This is 

essential data for understanding to what extent forests can offset carbon emissions through 

sequestration.  In addition, inventories look at all ecosystems and can provide early detection in order to 

implement adaption strategies.  NASF considers FIA a priority program.  There is also a need for more 

research to identify the best ways to manage forests for greater resilience and a need to conserve 

genotypes as ecosystems change in ways that cannot yet be predicted. 

 

In addition, the Forest Products Laboratory and the USDA Wood Education and Resource Center play 

key roles in expanding forest product and bio-energy opportunities through research and extension.  

Strengthening their contributions will support climate change mitigation. 

 

Support Markets for Ecosystem Services – 

We have in place examples and processes for monetizing the value of carbon stored in forests, but 

markets for selling this value are limited.  The development of this income opportunity for landowners, 

as well as market opportunities for other ecosystem services such as water quality protection, would 

make ownership of forests more attractive and retention of forests more likely, as well as increase the 

storage of carbon thereby mitigating carbon emissions. 

 

 

 

 
8 US Department of Energy. 2011. US Billion Ton Update – Biomass Supply for a Bioenergy and Bioproducts 
Industry. 
9 USDA Forest Service. National Report on Sustainable Forests – 2010. 
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Introduction: Good Markets are Critical to Good Forest Management 

In debates over the well-being of the Nation’s forests some assume that harvesting trees for 

wood products represents a potential threat to their sustainability and to the environmental 

and social benefits forests provide. These concerns are often expressed in relation to new, 

emerging markets for wood. Using wood for renewable energy has been central to these 

debates, but other emerging uses are not immune to possible criticism. 

 

The National Association of State Foresters (NASF) is comprised of the heads of the forestry 

agencies for all fifty states, the District of Columbia and the U.S. territories. Collectively, they 

promote the proper management and protection of state and privately-owned forests and are 

frequent collaborators in the management of federally owned forests. NASF ascribes to the 

view that benefitting from the economic value of forests does not threaten environmental and 

social values as much as it is key to supporting the delivery of environmental and social 

benefits. 

 

Keeping forestland as working forests is paramount to the ability of our forests to provide the 

economic, environmental, and social benefits that are essential to society. In order to retain 

and properly care for their forests, landowners need sources of revenue. Though forests can 

provide other forms of economic return - such as from recreation, appreciated land values and 

ecosystem services - harvesting trees for wood products is the predominate source of revenue 

for forest owners. This has the added benefit of generating economic opportunities for 

businesses, whose earnings are often re-invested in the forest. For this reason, NASF believes it 

is important to support the research and development of new markets for wood fiber. Having 

highly diverse markets increases the options for management by allowing the landowner to 

remove those trees of a certain size and/or species under plans that are more likely to result in 

improved health and vigor. 

 

Within this view, NASF also believes that the institutions and enterprises that provide forest 

management expertise are equally critical to ensuring sustainability. Wood should be 

harvested in a carefully planned manner using best management practices that embody sound 

science, represent community values, continue to provide important environmental benefits 

and reflect responsible economics. Research and teaching institutions, private landowners, 

natural resource agencies, consulting foresters, forest owning/managing businesses, natural 

resource related non-profits and certification bodies all play an important role that must 

evolve and grow as demand for wood may well increase when new uses emerge. 

 

 

The Role of Active Management: Economic, Environmental, and Social Benefits to Society 
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Approximately one-third of the United States is forested, nearly 800 million acres. Of those 

acres, 56% is privately owned and can be broken down further with 38% owned by families or 

individuals (299 million acres) and 18% (149 million acres) by larger timber-owning/managing 

businesses. Of the remaining amount, approximately 33% (265 million acres) are owned by the 

federal government and 11% (87 million acres) by state or local governments.1 

 

Contrasting these percentages is the fact that, of the estimated 12 to 13 billion cubic feet of 

wood removed from US forests annually, 90% derive from privately owned lands2 – 57% from 

lands owned by families or individuals and 33% from larger holdings owned by business.3 The 

total volume removed reflects a continuing downward trend from a 1986 high of nearly 20 

billion cubic feet. The standing volume of timber in the US continues to increase, with 

sawtimber-sized trees increasing at a higher rate than poles, saplings or seedlings in the North 

and South. Since the 1950’s total volumes in the US have increased by over 50%.4 

 

Volumes increase as stands of trees grow from seedling to sapling to pole and then sawtimber. 

With these increases, individual trees in the stand face greater competition for water and 

nutrients. Competition naturally thins a stand to some extent, but not enough to prevent 

overall tree growth from stagnating as individuals become over-crowded. This over-crowded 

condition creates stress in a tree, making them more vulnerable to disease and insect 

problems. Highly dense stands also increase the likelihood of more destructive wildfires. 

 

Thus, though increases in volume sound good, continued increases eventually manifest 

themselves in a number of problematic ways. From 2008 to 2012 the equivalent of over forty 

million acres of forest mortality were caused by insects and diseases.5 Though they currently 

are adding carbon, it is projected that the total carbon stock in US forests will begin to decline 

by 2040 due to a loss of forest cover and an increase in the relative age of standing timber.6 A 

recent American Forest Foundation report states that in 11 western states 40% of the land that 

is critical to protecting water supplies, and also at high risk of extreme fire occurrence because 

of the lack of active management, belongs to families and individuals.7 Additionally, where 

harvesting is reduced, age class distributions become skewed towards mature timber, 

                                                           
1 Research Supporting Stemming the Loss of Family Forests across the United States: Section II, Butler et al, Family Forest 
Research Center, May 2014 
 
2 Forest Resources of the United States, 2012: A Technical Document Supporting the Forest Service Update of the 2010 RPA 
Assessment. GTR WO-90, October 2014. S Oswalt, et. al. 
3 Estimated from personal correspondence provided by Dr. Brett Butler, US Forest Service Family Forest Research Center.  
January 2016. 
4 2012 RPA Board Foot Tables, US Forest Service. 
5 USDA Forest Service. 2013. Major Forest Insect and Disease Conditions in the United States – 2012. FS-1023, Washington DC. 
6 USDA Forest Service. 2012. Future of America’s Forests and Rangelands – Forest Service 2010 Resources Planning Act 
Assessment. GTR WO-87, Washington, DC. 
7 Western Water Threatened by Fire. American Forest Foundation. 2016 
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negatively impacting wildlife species that are dependent on the brush-dominated, high 

sunlight habitat produced in recently harvested areas. 

 

The values at risk are substantial. Standing timber in US forests represent a critical natural 
resource for providing the nation’s wood and paper products and directly support over 3 
million jobs – about 2 percent of all jobs.8 It’s estimated that 53% of the lower 48 states’ 
drinking water originates from forests.9 Some fourteen to fifteen percent of the nation’s 
annual carbon emissions are offset each year by the additional carbon stored in US forests and 
wood products.10 Recreational opportunities, wildlife habitat and scenic landscapes are also 
important public benefits derived from forests. 

 
Historically, forest disturbances have created very dynamic, ever-evolving forest ecosystems, 
and have served to maintain densities and volumes at healthier levels. These disturbances 
included floods, wind events, lightning-caused fire and human-caused fire. Flood control has 
sharply curtailed the influence of water. Today’s human population density and the negative 
impact that fire has on high value forest products limit the amount of acceptable prescribed 
burning and role of wildfire. Obviously, we can’t stop wind events. In lieu of these natural 
disturbance factors, the best method available for controlling stand density and balancing age 
classes is active management, i.e. carefully planned tree removal. The question then becomes 
does the landowner benefit most from a commercial harvest or non-commercial means. 

 
The Value of Commercial Harvest: Strong Timber Markets Create Opportunities 
Commercial harvests make long-term forest sustainability possible. Strong timber markets 
create opportunities for landowners, public and private, to provide the economic, 
environmental, and social benefits that we all depend on. 11 Yet, their desired outcomes – 
wildlife habitat, forest health, tree species diversity, fire risk reduction – are often best 
accomplished through tree removal and where tree removal generates revenue more of these 
activities can be accomplished. Other desired outcomes, such as access and recreational 
developments, could benefit from a source of revenue as well. Successful outreach to 
landowners that brings them in contact with trusted forestry advice are 13% to 17% more 
likely to intend to harvest timber in the next 5 years. And landowners who have harvested 
timber are more likely to have improved wildlife habitat on their land.12  

 
Businesses owning timberland want to realize a competitive rate of return on their investment. 
Diverse, robust markets are an absolute necessity for achieving this objective. Where 

                                                           
8 Forest Resources of the US – 2007, Smith et al, GTR WO-78 
9 Private Forests, Housing Growth and America’s Water Supply: A Report from the Forests on the Edge, Forests to Faucet 
Project. RMRS-GTR-327, September 2014. M. Mockrin et. al. 
10 US Environmental Protection Agency. 2013. Inventory of US greenhouse gas emissions and sinks: 1990 – 2011. EPA 430-R-13-
001, Washington, DC. 
11 Family Forest Ownerships of the United States, 2013: Findings from the USDA Forest Service National Woodland Owner’s 
Survey. Journal of Forestry. 2016. B Butler et. al. 
12 Evaluation of the Effectiveness and Reach of the Educational Programs and Technical Assistance Activities of the U.S. Forest 
Service, Forest Stewardship Program. Technical Report. June 2013. B Butler et. al.  
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competitive returns are not achievable there is pressure for those lands to be converted to 
other uses. Virtually all of the largest landowners are certified to either the Sustainable 
Forestry Initiative, Inc. standard, or the Forest Stewardship Council standard. Either 
certification program requires land management activities that provide for environmental 
protections and social accountability. Given this fact, NASF views these lands as appropriately 
and sustainably managed. The presumption is that these lands will remain as forests as long as 
businesses can achieve their objective of competitive returns. 

 
NASF supports budget and policy changes that accelerate the scope and scale of active 
management on federal lands in order to restore health, reduce fire risk and become a more 
meaningful contributor to the economies of local communities. Unfortunately, even though 
there is more broadscale agreement around those objectives, federal land managers in some 
regions are challenged by a lack of markets. Without markets commercial harvests are not 
feasible. Often, markets for the smaller material that needs removal are lacking, but 
increasingly there is a lack of markets for the kind of large timber that can be found on many 
public lands. This greatly limits the extent to which active management can be implemented 
since most activities generate cost rather than at least some off-setting revenue. 

 
Emerging Markets: Opportunities for Sustainable Commercial Harvests 
Emerging markets for wood can serve to complement traditional forest products , thus 
expanding wood demand and offering landowners more opportunities for active management 
through commercial harvests. Following are brief descriptions of several promising new uses 
for wood that have the potential to ultimately result in the improved management of the 
Nation’s forests. 

 
Demand for these new products is driven by a number of factors that likely will become even 
more prominent in the future. These include: 
- Subsidized power production in Europe where government policy is focused on eliminating 

coal-fired operations over a period of time 
- Environmental concerns over the longevity of plastics and their continued accumulation in 

oceans and landfills 
- A desire for building materials that effectively sequester carbon and often generate a 

smaller carbon footprint during manufacture and use. 
- Desires to reduce dependence on fossil fuels in favor of renewable sources to meet 

transportation needs 
 

WOOD PELLETS PRODUCTION 

The production of densified wood pellets, particularly for energy generation, has grown 

dramatically in response to public policy objectives to lower dependence on fossil fuels. A 

small percentage of pellets are used for wood fired heating. Currently there are 87 operating 

manufacturing facilities in the U.S. with at least a few more under construction. Annual 

production capacity is just short of 12 million tons. In February of 2018 facilities purchased 

about 1 million tons of feed stock. About 18% of the feedstock would be characterized as 
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pulpwood or roundwood and the remaining represented some form of residual material, for 

example sawdust from a sawmill. About 80% of the pellet production is exported.13 This is an 

increase from very negligible production perhaps 15 years ago and projections suggest 

continued expansion. 

 

Theoretically, if feedstock purchases were in the neighborhood of 15 million tons per year that 

would be the equivalent wood usage of approximately 10 large capacity papermills. 

Unfortunately, between 2005 and 2012 the U.S. lost 15 pulp mills.14 

 

CELLULOSIC BIOFUELS 

The US uses over 133 billion gallons of gasoline, 42 billion gallons of diesel and 22 billion 

gallons of jet fuel every year. Though gasoline consumption is expected to decline over time 

because of the increasing presence of electric vehicles, the demand for jet fuel is expected to 

increase and the demand for diesel is projected to remain somewhat constant because of its 

use in trains and large vehicles. It has been estimated that, potentially, 1 billion tons of 

sustainably grown biomass could produce enough fuel to replace 25% to 30% of US demand. 

 

Currently, cellulosic biomass feedstock costs outcompete average crude oil costs, but refining 

costs are substantially higher. As a result, there are only a limited number of operational 

facilities as research continues on processes that economically refine cellulose, hemicellulose 

and lignin into fuel. It is presumed at this point that successful wood-based processes will 

focus on jet fuels and the incidental production of marketable by-product chemicals.15 

 

BIOCHAR 

A by-product from the production of biofuels manufactured through pyrolysis, biochar is a very 

fine charcoal-like material used to improve soil characteristics. Pyrolysis involves heating wood 

to extremely high temperatures without oxygen, as the presence of oxygen would cause wood 

to burn, In this instances it converts into mostly pure carbon. The best biochar is produced at 

temperatures above 350 degrees centigrade. As a soil amendment it lowers acidity and tightly 

binds undesirable metals so that they are not taken up by plants or leached from the soil. It 

can also increase soil porosity in tight clays or reduce porosity in soils that drain too quickly 

such as sand. It creates a favorable medium for the production of micro-organisms that are 

beneficial to trees. 

 

Importantly, biochar is principally carbon that is near permanently stored. As such its greatest 

potential may be its use for long term carbon sequestration.16By working biochar into the soil a 

                                                           
13 Monthly Densified Biomass Fuels Report. U.S. Energy Information Administration. May 2018. 
14 The Forestry Source. Society of American Foresters. Smith & Guldin. January 2012. 
15 Presentation by Josh Schaidle, National Renewable Energy Laboratory, to NASF. February 2017. 
16 Biochar: A Home Gardener’s Primer. Washington State University Extension Fact Sheet FS147E 
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source of nearly pure carbon is being incorporated that is not subject to micro-biological 

activity. When, for example, wood or some other organic material is incorporated into the soil 

micro-organisms will eventually break that material down into other compounds, including 

carbon dioxide which can be released back into the air during soil disturbance. 

 

Where readily available, it has developed market value. Reclamation of oil drilling sites and as 

a soil amendment for high value crop operations are common uses. Current research is 

focused on mobile kilns that can be used on site at projects conducting needed thinning of low 

value timber.17 

 

TORREFACTION 

Torrefaction is also a pyrolysis process, conducted at lower temperatures than for biochar, that 

yields a product similar to coal. It makes wood a more practical substitute for coal by being 

easier to grind, simplifying storage and eliminating moisture uptake issues. Though the weight 

loss in the process is 30%, the energy loss is only 10%. It’s energy profile is improved by the 

fact that torrefaction generates a combustible gas that can be recirculated back into the 

system and burned to provide heat.18 

 

It has the potential to produce a renewable source of fuel for gasification processes used to 

make biofuels. Analysis has shown that it could also be a more economical alternative for the 

densified pellet market in places where that market is still developing.19 

 

 

MASS  TIMBER 

Mass timber is a category of mostly engineered wood building materials that are structural and 

can be used as floors, walls, ceilings, and beams. These products include LVL, Glulam, NailLam, 

Mass Plywood Panels (MPP) and Cross Laminated Timber (CLT). CLT is produced in large panels 

by assembling successive layers of boards perpendicular to one another. The result is a product 

that rivals steel in strength and fire resistance. It is lighter in weight than concrete.  As such, 

CLT and other mass timber products can replace concrete and steel in tall structures.20 

Additional benefits include carbon storage and reduced CO2 emissions during construction. 

Though more commonly produced and utilized in Europe since the late 1990’s it has recently 

gained traction in the US wood products industry with manufacturing facilities in the Pacific 

Northwest and a new one starting up in Alabama. Building codes across the US are being 

                                                           
17 Presentation by Darren McAvoy, Utah State Biomass Resources Group, to NASF. February 2017. 
18 Biomass Technology Group website www.btgworld.com  
19 Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. W. Chen et. al. Volume 44, pp847 – 866. February 2015. 
20 Advanced Wood Products Manufacturing Study for Cross-laminated Timber Acceleration in Oregon and Southwest 
Washington. Pacific Northwest Manufacturing Partnership. 2017 

http://www.btgworld.com/
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updated to handle mass timber buildings, small changes were made in 2015 and 2018 and 

revisions proposed for 2021 will allow for buildings taller than 85 feet. 

 

Planned tall construction projects include a 100-story tower in London and a 40-story building 

in Stockholm.21 Buildings in the US, include several office buildings in Portland, Oregon two T3 

buildings (Minneapolis and Atlanta), and hotels in Alabama and New York state (new ones 

planned for SC and NC).  The University of Arkansas has dormitories under construction and 

Oregon State University is building their new forestry building with CLT.  The University of 

Massachusetts, Amhurst completed their new design building 

(https://bct.eco.umass.edu/about-us/the-design-building-at-umass-amherst/) with mass 

timber more than a year ago. Efforts are underway to develop CLT from low-value and other 

hardwoods.22 

 

While widespread use of mass timber is good news for the economies in timber producing 
regions of the country, it also promises some distinctive benefits for builders, communities and 
the environment.   

 
Builders, pressured by persistent labor shortages, are finding a wider pool or workers able to 
safely install mass timber panels. They also report significant labor savings and more efficient 
and safe job sites.  Construction times are reduced by “just-in-time” delivery to job sites and 
quick installation of panels.  

 
Of course, communities experience less noise and dislocation during construction and, by 
avoiding the usual stockpile of dimension lumber on site, fire risks are reduced. The positive 
environmental attributes of mass timber buildings include a low energy intensity during 
manufacturing, superior energy efficiency in mass timber structures, and better management 
of a renewable resource.  

 

 

 

NANOTECHNOLOGY 

There are two different categories of cellulose nanomaterials; cellulose nanocrystals and 

cellulose nanofibrils, that are produced through different processes. The processes produce 

microscopically small particles that can be assembled into materials with highly desirable 

properties. They are lightweight, strong, stable and stiff. Potential applications include use as a 

material in paint, coatings, adhesives, a cement additive, lightweight packaging, cell phones 

manufacturing, composites that can replace plastics in many uses, wound covering hydrogels 

                                                           
21 First and Largest CLT Plant in Eastern US is Nearly Operational. R. Dalheim. Wood Working Network. April 2018. 
22 US Firm Developing Hardwood CLT Product. Journal of Commerce. June 2017. 

https://bct.eco.umass.edu/about-us/the-design-building-at-umass-amherst/
https://bct.eco.umass.edu/about-us/the-design-building-at-umass-amherst/
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and others.23Adding nanocrystals to concrete mixes can reduce the volume of cement needed 

by 15% because of the final material’s added strength. 

 

Conclusion 

Markets for wood are critical to maintaining the health and sustainability of forests in the 

United States. They enable the economic, carefully planned harvest of trees to control stand 

density and create forests that have a more balanced diversity of age classes, which is 

important to wildlife habitat diversity, forest resilience and providing a more even flow of 

sustainable wood fiber for harvesting. As harvest levels continue to decline nationally and the 

resultant increased volumes pose forest health problems, it is important to support the 

research and development of emerging wood markets, accompanied by growth and evolution 

of institutions that support science-based sustainable management. 

 

A number of new uses are being pursued and NASF is encouraged that they have the potential 

to increase wood demand and thereby increase the options for active forest management. 

Though most are not currently being produced by “production-level” operations these new 

uses can, at some point, be scaled up to an industrial level that generates consistent and 

substantial wood fiber markets. 

 

 

                                                           
23 Cellulose Nanomaterials – A Path Towards Commercialization Workshop Report. USDA Forest Service. August 2104. 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eve 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eve Moser and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
Your job is to protect the forests.Do your job. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eve Moser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Moser and I live in Miami, Florida. 
 
 
What are you waiting for? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Moser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marlowe 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not allow road construction or logging in the Tongass National Forest. Doing so will threaten West Coast 
salmon fisheries, 40% of whose spawning adults use the streams in this area to reproduce every year. If this 
habitat is altered by the silt and runoff produced by logging-caused erosion, these fish will no longer be able to 
reproduce here at rates that will sustain their populations long term. Rights of native peoples to hunt, fish, and 
use this land will be not only severely compromised but blatantly disrespected. Road construction that will allow 
logging access will exacerbate the effects of climate change, as the trees in this national forest act as a carbon 
sink for the equivalent of about half all U.S. emissions this year. Please listen to what Americans are 
demanding for you to do and do not pass this measure. Young people of the world are counting on the 
decisions you make today. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marshal 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4117 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Not just for us, but let's save some roadless areas and all the natural amenities that come with them for future 
generations. Included will be the fish, ocean, and other benefits that benefit local areas and us in the lower 
states economically and other ways. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marshal Moser 
 
Chiloquin, OR 97624 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Moser and I live in Richfield, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Moser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Phil 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC32 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
Which is everybody, 
 
The Tongass is my home. I live in Juneau, and have worked in the unique Tracy Arm Fjords and Port Houghton 
area. Repealling the roadless rule would destroy the productive character of the last remnants of old growth 
forest we have, as well as the countless benefits we have. 
 
[Below text incapsulated in box] 
 
Phill Moser, Juneau, AK 99801 
 
[Position} 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rich 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rich Moser and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
What will the government do to replace trees it allows to be cut?  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rich Moser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/31/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Riley 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
For the love of our country, our culture, and our childrens' futures please reject this change to the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. If the Tongass is converted to harvestable timber this will kill us. As an Alaskan who has grown 
up in Southeast Alaska this move to harvest old growth is not only a callous and erroneous political move 
hidden under the guise of economic growth but will only further accelerate the devastation climate change is 
causing to me and my people. Please protect the Tongass from a failing industry. Show some backbone and 
please listen to our cries for help. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
An Alaskan who doesn't want to see his home burn from the greed of others. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Moser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Moser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Geoffrey 
Last name: Moses 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Geoffrey Moses 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Moses 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Moses 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Moses 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear sir or madame. Please take no action to undermine the protections that the Tongass National Forest 
enjoy under what is known as the Roadless Rule. Protect the Tongas from new roads, and logging and 
development. In your heart you know that the wild lands need continued protection, that once logging has been 
opened that it will be impossible to stop - and that the land will not be healed in our lifetime. The proposal to 
change these protections is not ethical or fair to our children and our children's children. Short term profits are 
not worth the long term detriment to Alaska's future. 
 
 
 
This proposal will threatens habitat for grizzly and black bears, rare Alexander Archipelago wolves and wild 
salmon. Keep the wildlands of Alaska wild. 
 
 
 
Please vote NO ACTION on this proposal. Save both the Tongass and Chugach National Forests for another 
generation - for the future of our world. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Moses 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I can't speak loudly or strongly enough to express the utter opposition I hold for eliminating the existing 
protections from new roads and logging in the Tongass National Forest. I hope you will please hold off on 
making a decision now that would forstall our saving this land in the future. 
 
You know in your heart that this wild land, once open to extraction, this wild place will never recover. Whatever 
the arguments that swirl around Climate Change - know that saving this wilderness is important in and of itself. 
 
Please reconsider. That wildness - that wilderness will provide for Alaska's citizens far beyond the small 
fraction of timber industry jobs or income in Southeast Alaska. We need the intact forests! We need roadless 
forests! Stop the fragmentation and logging, stop harming wildlife and polluting the rivers. Alaska is in the midst 
of a massive change - let it evolve wilthout extracting every last bit of wildness. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kimberly Moses 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Russell 
Last name: Moses 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Good afternoon, 
 
 
 
I am writing to voice my opinion in regards to the roadless rule in the Tongass. I am in favor of alternative 1, 
taking no action, and leaving all of Alaska under the 2001 roadless rule. Alaska's untouched wilderness is an 
extraordinarily valuable resource that we all must take full responsibility for its prudent stewardship. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Russell Moses 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1122 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Mosher and I live in Delmar, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathleen Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Mosher and I live in Eagan, Minnesota. 
 
 
No Coal! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly Mosher and I live in Sanford, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Mosher and I live in Antigo, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Moya 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Moya Mosher and I live in Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
 
Please protect the lands we leave to our children and grandchildren.  Animals and people! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Moya Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca Mosher and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rebecca Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sundew 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sundew Mosher and I live in Fairfax CA 
we need our forests! 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sundew Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Mosher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Mosher and I live in Schenectady, New York.I am writing to express strong opposition to 
efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The 
Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Mosher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Moshier-Dunn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Moshier-Dunn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Moshier-Dunn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Moshier-Dunn and I live in Waterford, Connecticut. 
 
 
Our children &amp;amp; their children need to have these forests intact. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Moshier-Dunn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Akila 
Last name: Mosier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Akila Mosier and I live in Richlands, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Akila Mosier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mosier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am partial to alternative 3. I understand that forests are valuable resources that can be utilized if managed 
properly. I feel that alternative 3 provides a good medium ground for both forest use and using areas that are 
already "substantially altered" as well as the areas of forest surrounding them. This plan speaks of having least 
environmental impact while also providing new timber usage, which will be a positive outcome for the local 
community, and it also protects high priority watersheds. In addition to that, old growth timber sites protected by 
The Nature Conservancy and the Audubon Conservation would be preserved. I am all for protecting and 
preserving nature and the habitats that animals need to survive, but at the same time forests are valuable 
resources that humans can use if they are managed sustainably. Preserving the old-growth forests and 
watersheds is especially important in my opinion, to the greatest extent, while allowing for resources to be 
extracted and people to be able to use those resources for their own needs. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Mosier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracy Mosier and I live in Kelso, Washington. 
 
 
Are yall about done trying to destroy whats left? For fuck sake. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracy Mosier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Mosier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tracy Mosier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Mosier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. What is wrong with this criminally insane 
administration? Oh wait, I know...ignorance, greed, corruption, the list goes on.  
Regards, Tracy Mosier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Moskal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeanne Moskal and I live in Syracuse, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeanne Moskal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maryanna 
Last name: Moskal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maryanna Moskal and I live in Buffalo, New York. 
 
 
I absolutely oppose clearcutting old trees in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maryanna Moskal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 5:02:28 PM 
First name: Cathryn 
Last name: Moskow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathryn Moskow and I live in Providence, RI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Leave the Tongass alone. Its of critical importance right now to be clear eyed about your future, my future and 
our childrens futures. Opening roads into this forest is like mainlining poison. Dont do it. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dalton 
Last name: Mosley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Moslo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Moss and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dale 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dale Moss and I live in Shelburne Falls, Massachusetts. 
 
There are certain areas that should remain sacrosanct and free from exploitation. Drilling, cutting, and 
exploiting every natural resource is not how we are going to survive. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dale Moss 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:07:38 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana Moss and I live in San Jose, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
My family cherishes our open spaces and believe we have a responsibility to protect them for future 
generations and for the health of the planet. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eric Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eric Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Moss and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
I used to live in North Carolina, where Duke destroyed stream after stream with coal ash pollution. Please don't 
let Illinois turn into a mess like they did. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Eric Moss 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janine 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janine Moss and I live in Poulsbo, Washington. 
 
NO. NO. NO. And NO. What part of NO do you not understand? This is a travesty beyond words, and is not 
what the American people want. LISTEN to the American PEOPLE! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Janine Moss 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leah 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
DO NOT OPEN THIS PRISTINE FOREST TO LOGGING. OUR GRANDKIDS DESERVE TO HAVE S 
PRESERVE. ONCE YOU DESTROY IT, IT CAN NEVER BE REPLACED. STOP THIS DESTRUCTION. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marci 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marci Moss and I live in Gurnee, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marci Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Moss and I live in White Bear Lake, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Moss and I live in Iowa City, Iowa. 
 
 
This land belongs to taxpayers 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Moss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Moss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J 
Last name: Mossbarger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is J Mossbarger and I live in Granbury, Texas. 
 
 
SAVE OUR FORESTS TO SAVE OUR PLANET 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, J Mossbarger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Norma 
Last name: Mossburg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Norma Mossburg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Phoebe 
Last name: Mossey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is unacceptable to the vast majority of Americans 
who treasure our wild and natural places and want to keep them unspoiled. The Tongass belongs to all 
Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry, which provides a small fraction of the jobs and 
income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing [mdash] both of which rely on healthy forests to 
thrive. 
 
This Administration is destroying so many of our national treasures and denying future generations the chance 
to experience nature. It is irresponsible at best, and a national disgrace. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Phoebe Mossey 
 
South Yarmouth, MA 02664 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Mossor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Mossor and I live in Tarpon Springs, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jill Mossor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Mostel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Benjamin Mostel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: michael 
Last name: moster 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3641 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
michael moster 
 
River Forest, IL 60305 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: elizabeth 
Last name: mosto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is elizabeth mosto and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, elizabeth mosto 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: FRANCES 
Last name: MOSTO 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is FRANCES MOSTO and I live in Palm Beach Gardens, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, FRANCES MOSTO 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Moszyk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Moszyk and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Moszyk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Moszyk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Moszyk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Moszyk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Moszyk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: E 
Last name: Mothershead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, E Mothershead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Motisher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Motisher and I live in Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Motisher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Motley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alex Motley and I live in Rochester, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alex Motley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Mott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a public lands hunter and angler, I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal 
Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain 
roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 
and adopt the no action Alternative 1. These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and 
are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like 
hunting and fishing. Outdoor recreation sustains more than four times the number of Alaskan jobs than oil and 
gas production, mining, and logging COMBINED. 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration balanced management policies for the Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements so that any roadless policies only 
enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber harvest already co-exist with 
roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and dramatically increased timber harvest is too high for the economic benefit to be gained considering 
that outdoor recreation pays the bills in Alaska - not to mention the irreparable impact to wildlife, water, 
subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Mott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jason Mott and I live in Marina Del Rey, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jason Mott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: Mott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kim Mott and I live in Council, Idaho. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kim Mott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristin 
Last name: Mott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristin Mott and I live in Dearborn Heights, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristin Mott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcie 
Last name: Mott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marcie Mott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marcie 
Last name: Mott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcie Mott and I live in Chattanooga, Tennessee. 
 
PFAS are man-made toxic chemicals first developed during efforts to create the atomic bomb now used in 
everyday products such as waterproof jackets, nonstick pans, food wrappers, and personal care products. 
They persist in the environment, readily spread from sources of contamination, and can remain in bodies for 
decades, which is why they are known as forever chemicals. Theyve been linked to serious medical problems, 
including cancer, infertility, and impaired fetal development. They do not belong in food. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marcie Mott 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Molly 
Last name: Mott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Molly Mott and I live in Sandwich, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Molly Mott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Motta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Denise Motta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Motta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jessica Motta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Motta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Motta and I live in Holland, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Motta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shannon 
Last name: Motter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No. Do not log or otherwise destroy our public lands. Just no. Shann 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mottet 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
PLEASE keep the forest ROAD-LESS. Please. I first discovered the natural rainforests of the Chugach and the 
Tongass in 1990. I've been concerned and watchful ever since. These sacred spaces made me think of what 
America must have looked like to Lewis and Clark. Old growth offers us a "Last Place" sanctuary, a chance to 
retain what America is and always was. Old growth cannot come back in our lifetime, or in the life times of our 
Great Great Great Great Grandchildren. Don't loose it. Please. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robb 
Last name: Mottl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robb Mottl and I live in North Bend, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robb Mottl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jenny 
Last name: Mottola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jenny Mottola and I live in Evanston, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jenny Mottola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sindy 
Last name: Motuzick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
SAVEROADLESS 
 
Dear USDA Forest Service: 
 
 
 
I am submitting my comment in reference to modifications that are proposed 
 
to the Alaska Roadless Rule Project. I was on the USDA Forest Service website, 
 
and it indicated that it's mission is to care for the land and serve the people. 
 
 
 
I urge you to take a "No Action" and keep protections intact for the Tongass National 
 
Forest. 17 million acres would be at risk for logging and developing roadless areas. 
 
With that being said, what happens to wildlife, recreation and clean water and the 
 
Old growth temperate rainforest? It would be gone and nonthing for generations 
 
to come. The mission of caring for the land and serving the people would be 
 
Null and void, not accomplished. 
 
 
 
I urge you not to allow this to be our legacy, please protect our land and not destroy 
 
It. Stand up for what's right. 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
 
 
Sindy Motuzick 
 
 [Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roman 
Last name: Motyka 
Organization: University of Alaksa 
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on Tongass Roadless Rule 
 
Thank you for allowing written comments. It was a frustrating to attend the USFS show in Juneau Nov. 4 and 
not being able to testify and not have testimony and comments recorded for the record. It appears as if 
choosing option 6, i.e., doing away entirely with the roadless rule, is a forgone conclusion from what I could 
gather from the meeting, especially under the current national and state administrations. Nevertheless, I want 
to voice my strong objection to any modification of the current roadless rule for the Tongass: please let it stand 
as it is. 
 
I have been an Alaska resident since 1973 and a southeast Alaska resident since 1984. My friends and I love 
the Tongass and we want what are left of old growth forests to remain intact. We use the Tongass for a variety 
of activities including hiking, skiing, bird watching, animal watching, berry picking, mushroom hunting, 
subsistence hunting, fishing and much more. Most of my activities are centered in the northern part of the 
Tongass including the Juneau region, Admiralty, Chichagof, and Yakobi Islands, but also Yakutat, Kruzoff 
Island, and the Petersburg region. My travels throughout SE AK showed me the devastation previous roads 
and clear-cut logging operations have wreaked on the Tongass. These operations were subsidized by us, USA 
taxpayers, to the benefit a few corporations, essentially government welfare for business operations. Since 
1982, U.S. taxpayers have lost well over $1.5 billion of their tax dollars subsidizing Tongass clear-cut logging. 
 
As forest service personnel, you must be aware of the interconnectedness of our forests to flora, and fauna, 
including the seaways and ocean environments. Punching new roads through virgin and pristine old growth 
forests triggers a cascade of potentially irreversible effects on forest ecosystems and beyond. These include 
affecting endangered species, introduction of invasive species, logging of centuries old spruce, hemlock, yellow 
and red cedar. Prince of Wales Island is a prime example: it once contained huge swaths of giant trees, 
connected across the landscape. An estimated 94% of these contiguous high-volume forests were cut between 
1954 and 2004. Continuity of forest is important for wildlife that will avoid clear-cuts and a fragmented habitat. 
 
The Tongass is one of the world's largest remaining intact temperate rainforests. The Tongass provides 
spawning grounds for roughly a quarter of the West Coast's salmon fishery and provides habitat for predators 
such as bears and wolves, as well as for birds such as the Marbled Murrelet and the Queen Charlotte 
Goshawk. These species and others rely on healthy, connected old-growth forests for habitat. 
 
As for the climate change crisis, the Tongass is the champion climate mitigation forest in the US as it stores 8% 
- 12% of all carbon in US forests. Building roads and cutting old growth forest would exacerbate an already 
acute atmospheric carbon dioxide problem. Old-growth trees in the Tongass can be up to a thousand years old, 
so it would take a very long time for the forest to regain such a huge amount of carbon if cut down. Emissions 
from milling and transporting the lumber, along with decomposition of the waste wood, outweigh carbon 
sequestration from deforestation. 
 
Access is not issue! Current 2001 National Roadless Protections already allows for construction of 
hydroelectric projects in inventoried roadless area. Communication and infrastructure are not prohibited in 
IRAs. The right of access to prospect and explore on Tongass lands open to mineral entry is guaranteed by the 
General Mining Law of 1872 and not at the discretion of the Forest Service. 
 
Given the overwhelming support for keeping the roadless intact, I sincerely hope that the Secretary of 
Agriculture, Sonny Perdue, and the USFS selects the NO-ACTION alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless 
Rule. 
 
Thank you 
 
 
 
[Position] 



 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Motz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Motz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eden 
Last name: Motzkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eden Motzkin and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eden Motzkin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Moulesong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jon Moulesong 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Moulesong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jon Moulesong 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Moulton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6332 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. -Please, please! This place is important to all Americans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Francis 
Last name: Moulton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Francis Moulton and I live in Passumpsic, Vermont. Although I did not draft the following statement, 
I have read it, agree with it entirely, and it represents my opinion as a voter, taxpayer, military veteran, and 
United States citizen. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Francis Moulton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: rodney 
Last name: Moulton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is rodney Moulton and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Abandoning the roadless rule is akin to allowing cars on the playground, which is obviously not a good idea. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, rodney Moulton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: rodney 
Last name: Moulton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is rodney Moulton and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
Abandoning the roadless rule is akin to allowing cars on the playground, which is obviously not a good idea. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, rodney Moulton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Moulton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mounce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6438 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Alaska. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and camping, to our 
tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the roadless areas of 
the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Mount 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I recently attended the public meeting in Gustavus where the USFS told people the various alternatives. I feel 
extremely strongly that NO ACTION is the BEST ACTION and wholeheartedly support Alternative 1 (no action). 
 
 
 
This is a crucial time in the history of our nation and climate change to leave in tact areas like the Tongass. The 
Tongass provides so much for so many: 
 
- Salmon for commercial fishermen and subsistance-based lifestyles of locals 
 
- Carbon sequestration 
 
- Tourism enjoyment 
 
- Habitat for many species, some of which are threatened or endangered 
 
 
 
It makes NO SENSE to obliterate the roadless rule for the Tongass and open more of it up for logging. Already 
our tax dollars subsidize logging operations on a massive money-losing scale. The economics make no sense 
in any way. Only a handful of local jobs are supported by logging. SO MANY of our other jobs are supported by 
the Tongass being left alone! 
 
 
 
When over 90% of public comments say NO to the roadless rule elimination, a government which cares about 
its people would listen and respond according to what the people want. As a young person who wants to be 
engaged in government, I cannot tell you how discouraging this is to me that my government clearly does NOT 
care about its people, their opinions, their ability to make a living, and their ability to sustain their subsistence 
lifestyles. 
 
 
 
Here is what your own Pinchot said about the USFS: "Where conflicting interests must be reconciled, the 
question shall always be answered from the standpoint of the greatest good of the greatest number in the long 
run." Where is the greatest good in the case? Surely your local people who clearly are voicing their opinions to 
protect their homes and way of life. Every single person at the Gustavus meeting supported Alternative 1, when 
asked by an individual during the question/answer session. If your local people don't matter, listen to the nation. 
They say NO! 
 
 
 
If Alternative 6, your preferred alternative, is approved, you are allowing a few people to get wealthy while 
many suffer. I cannot imagine that Pinchot would want to take American tax dollars to clearcut forests against 
the will of the people. This is short-sighted and intolerable. 
 
 
 
I am extremely disappointed in the USFS and my government, based on the public hearing I attended and the 
clear message that is being sent: The government does not care what we think or how this impacts our lives. It 
is happening. I am sincerely sorry for future generations of Southeast Alaskans who will have to live with this 
short-sighted view of the world. 
 



 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: molly 
Last name: mount 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Why in the world are you guys hell bent on destroying our future? 
 
Wilderness should be preserved and protected. 
 
 
 
The only reason you're doing this is is GREED. 
 
 
 
Try to show that you have some vision. Vision past the next 4 years and the money your friends will be making. 
 
This attack on our public lands is unnecessary and uncalled for. 
 
Stop it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Mount 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phyllis Mount 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pauline 
Last name: Mountain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pauline Mountain and I live in Huntsville, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pauline Mountain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Mountford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Mountford and I live in Grand Junction, Colorado. 
 
In a time when controlling greenhouse gases is paramount, protecting our forests is more important now than 
ever. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mark Mountford 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mounts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4961 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:00:42 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Moureau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ann Moureau 
Washington Depot, CT 06794 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: Moureilles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tony Moureilles and I live in Plymouth, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tony Moureilles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deanna 
Last name: Mousaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deanna Mousaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Mouser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frances Mouser and I live in Carlsbad, California. 
 
 
Please stop for our children, childrens children and our planet  ????????????????  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frances Mouser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Mousis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Mousis and I live in Woodinville, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Mousis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elena 
Last name: Moutier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elena Moutier and I live in Lucca, [@advState]. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elena Moutier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Mouzourakis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Mouzourakis and I live in Westland, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katherine Mouzourakis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Johanna 
Last name: Movassat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Johanna Movassat and I live in California. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Johanna Movassat 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Mower 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Mower and I live in Maple Falls, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy Mower 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mowery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Mowery and I live in Mesa, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Mowery 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Mowrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ken Mowrey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mowrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Mowrey and I live in Ventura, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Mowrey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Moxness 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please count my letter in favor of keeping the current Roadless Rule intact. Do not role back the rule and allow 
logging in the Tongrass NF. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gene 
Last name: Moy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gene Moy and I live in Grosse Pointe, Michigan. 
 
 
Please help protect our environment!! Not the profit of industry. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gene Moy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Moy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Moy and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Moy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bob Moyer and I live in Harleysville, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bob Moyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Moyer and I live in Souderton, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruce Moyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:20:44 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Debra Moyer 
Rensselaer, NY 12144 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Moyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James Michael 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melissa Moyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phoebe 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phoebe Moyer and I live in Larkspur, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phoebe Moyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randall 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randall Moyer and I live in Lakewood, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Randall Moyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
What will be YOUR legacy? 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a natural treasure with which you have been entrusted. Your predecessors 
have guarded and cared for this land for the benefit of all Americans. Now it is your turn to step up and 
preserve it for upcoming generations. Are you up to this challenge to be a part of this awesome legacy? Or will 
you buckle to the pressures of greed and violate the trust of the American citizenry? 
 
As such, I strongly urge you to oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for 
the Tongass National Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As you know the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas. And it's home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears 
and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life 
raft in this time of climate change. Logging releases most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally threatens 
these values. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry, which 
provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing - both of 
which rely on intact forests to thrive. It's even more important to save these last remaining roadless forests 
because your agency has fragmented and logged so much of our national forests, harming wildlife and waters 
along the way. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Moyer 
 
York, PA 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandy 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandy Moyer and I live in Urbana, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandy Moyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shaun 
Last name: Moyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As an avid outdoorsman and conservationist I believe in the wise use of natural resources and materials. 
Preservation however, the none use of natural resources and materials, has its place, also. Understanding the 
balance of the two, and when and where to implement one and not the other is a delicate practice/exercise. 
The Tongass National Forest is such a place of incredible resources its hard to fathom the output additional 
acres of logging would provide. Its equally difficult to rationalize the unimpeded, unhindered, and unadulterated 
ecosystems and wild playgrounds they currently provide. It seems as if these places are becoming more rare, 
as each square foot of the earth becomes one step closer to being exploited each day. Surely there is another 
option that provides the lumber, and the jobs, that opening 600 million acres to logging of the Tongass National 
Forest would? Please reconsider this directive and keep Tongass pristine. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Moylan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Moylan and I live in Troy, Michigan. 
 
 
do your flipping job, or get lost already 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Moylan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Moyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Moyle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Moynahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sue Moynahan and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
Clean air is essential to persons with breathing problems and We need to reduce Greenhouse gases. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sue Moynahan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Moynihan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Moynihan and I live in Decatur, Georgia. 
 
Oil and Gas companies are corrupt and greedy and will drill us to death to make a profit. They need to be better 
regulated and eventually eliminated. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Moynihan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carl 
Last name: Mozeleski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3349 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Carl Mozeleski 
Scott Township, PA 18411 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carl 
Last name: Mozeleski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3349 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Carl Mozeleski 
 
Scott Township, PA 18411 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: EDWARD 
Last name: MRKVICKA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is EDWARD MRKVICKA and I live in Fort Atkinson, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, EDWARD MRKVICKA 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: Mrozek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claudia Mrozek and I live in Scottsdale, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claudia Mrozek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Mrozowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Some reasons, amongst many, to oppose the USDA's preferred Alternative 6: 
 
-This area is the traditional homeland of the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian. The 6 tribes consulted oppose 
Alternative 6. 
 
-The Tongass National Forest is the largest in the the country, containing old growth timber in largest intact 
temperate rainforest in the world. Fragmenting this forest would be detrimental to the life-giving salmon and 
other organisms that inhabit it and also to the people that live, work, subsist and practice their traditional 
cultures on this land. It will be detrimental to the climate and anyone on the planet. 
 
-The Chugach National Forest was included in the Draft Environmental Impact statement, but not in the initial 
scoping period. Only one public meeting was held in the communities near the Chugach (Anchorage), and the 
language about how the Chugach will be affected is vague. Public meetings and the initial scoping period 
showed overwhelming opposition to changing the Roadless Rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Mrozowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I completely oppose exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. I oppose any alternative 
to the Roadless Rule other than Alternative 1 - no change. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is on the traditional homelands of the Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian people. None 
of six tribes that the USDA consulted with support Alternative 6, a full exemption from the Roadless Rule, so 
why has the USDA chosen this as their preferred option? 
 
 
 
Road construction is in itself a destructive process that fragments vital ecosystems. The Roadless Rule is a 
strong protection against infrastructure development that ultimately opens doors to unsustainable timber 
harvest and other ecosystem damaging extractive industries. 
 
 
 
The Tongass NF website itself states that "it is the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world." Why on 
earth would anyone in charge want to jeopardize this statistic? Why doesn't the USDA see what a rare 
remaining gem the Tongass is? Who would want to waste a resource that is effectively non-renewable in order 
to develop an industry that won't even be profitable? 
 
 
 
The Tongass, and the people who live, work, recreate, subsist, and practice their traditional culture on this land, 
stand to lose SO MUCH if this ecosystem is damaged. Life-giving salmon, clean air and water, sequestered 
carbon, identities and cultures are all at stake. Please do not knowingly take this risk by removing protections. 
 
 
 
Alaskans have spoken, loudly, overwhelmingly against exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 
Roadless Rule: in the initial scoping period, in public meetings, and in comments. Please listen. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Mrozowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3028 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
- The tribes in SE Alaska do not support the exemption from the Roadless Rule 
 
- There was an insufficient public process for the Chungach NF provision in the DEIS. 
 
- There is no going back after logging this old growth forest. Please do not weaken protections. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Mrozowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose the inclusion of the Chugach National Forest in this legislation. 
 
 
 
The administrative provision for the Chugach, concerning boundary corrections and modifications should not be 
included. The DEIS did not adequately define what boundaries could be modified, whether there is a maximum 
land area that can be modified, what types of boundaries can be modified, or what changes are allowed. 
 
 
 
Because the language is unclear, the public does not have a clear picture of what this means for the Chugach 
National Forest, and therefore cannot adequately comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
Furthermore, this provision was not included in the initial scoping period. 
 
 
 
Even further, no public meetings were held in communities in close proximity to the Chugach NF other than 
Anchorage. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Ms 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
tongass forest 
 
I AM WRITING TO URGE YOU to take no action on the Tongass National Forest. Please uphold protections 
for roadless areas and no logging in this precious resource. 
 
thank you 
 
Sue Riggen 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: mskitowhawk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Re: Automatic reply: The Tongass is priceless, keep it roadless for wildlife 
 
Stop all infringement on and of the properties owned by The American People. These places have been 
preserved for ALL AMERICANS - present and FUTURE! No entity should EVER be allowed to set foot on a 
preserve to take anything from it but memories! 
 
Our government has served the rich and powerful for way too long. That is why it is in the shambles and sent it 
is in! 
 
On Nov 17, 2019, at 10:39 AM, FS-AK Roadless Rule &lt;akroadlessrule@usda.gov&gt; wrote: 
 
? 
 
We have received your message. Thank you for your interest in your National Forest Lands. 
 
This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients. Any 
unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the 
law and subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. If you believe you have received this message in error, 
please notify the sender and delete the email immediately. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: MtPleasant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth MtPleasant and I live in Jamesville, New York. 
 
 
Protect our forests as they protect our lives.?, 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth MtPleasant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Muccioli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Muccioli and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolyn Muccioli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Mucida 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Mucida and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Mucida 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melah 
Last name: Muckelroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melah Muckelroy and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melah Muckelroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Muckler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest in Southeast Alaska is an untouched and stunningly beautiful area that is 
currently roadless and contains miles of untouched coastal rainforest. There are fewer and fewer areas of 
pristine wildness in the world, let alone the United States. We must preserve these areas for current and future 
generations. I encourage you to do the right thing. Please leave the #Roadless Rule intact for the Tongass by 
selecting the "no action" alternative. 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: martin 
Last name: muclhey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is martin muclhey and I live in Yoder, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, martin muclhey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Mudrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Mudrick and I live in Columbia, Missouri. 
PFAS may be a serious problem. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. Put the public interest above corporate profits. The Roadless Rule was 
implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, 
including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other 
choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers 
across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephen Mudrick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Mudrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Mudrick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Mueckenberger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrew Mueckenberger and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrew Mueckenberger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: chris 
Last name: muehlenberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Having spent several thousands of tourist dollars during our last visit to the area in 2015, the main attraction 
was the sense of relatively pristine wilderness. Anything that further weakens the sense of mostly untouched 
nature weakens the rationale for most visitors to come here and spend time and money in this part of the world 
that otherwise is not very interesting. 
 
Risking this for possible limited short-term gain seems crazy. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Muehlfelt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Muehling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Muehling and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Muehling 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: URSULA 
Last name: MUEHLLEHNER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ursula Muehllehner and I live in Wayne, Pa. 
 
Dear Congressman (woman)I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with 
unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of 
the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore 
overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.Ursula Muehllehner  
Regards, URSULA MUEHLLEHNER 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evelyn 
Last name: Muelder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Evelyn Muelder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Mueller and I live in Avon, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: brigitte 
Last name: mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is brigitte mueller and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, brigitte mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to oppose the adoption of any of the Action Alternatives (Alternatives 2-6) evaluated in the USDA 
Forest Service's Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas Draft EIS.The Draft EIS acknowledges, in the 
introduction if not in the conclusions, that key issues that need to be considered for the proposed roadless 
rulemaking effort, including that the Tongass National Forest:(1) represents one of the largest, relatively intact 
temperate rainforests in the world and that its roadless areas provide important wildlife and fish habitat and 
recreational opportunities, serve multiple economic sectors, protect traditional properties and sacred sites for 
indigenous people, provides inherent passive use values and ecosystem services including watershed 
services, soil stabilization and erosion control, improved air quality, climate regulation, carbon sequestration, 
and biological diversity; 
 
(2) plays a critical role in supporting local and regional economies, promoting economic diversification and 
enhancing rural community well-being; and 
 
(3) includes large undeveloped and natural land areas that represent expansive unfragmented blocks of wildlife 
habitat at a scale and size not available elsewhere in the National Forest System outside of Alaska. 
 
Yet the recommended alternative, which would exempt all roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest from 
Roadless Rule protections, apparently ignores these values that will inevitably be compromised with the 
removal of Roadless Rule protections. Each of the Action Alternatives (2 through 6) would to some degree 
compromise these values and services currently provided by the Tongass. 
 
It is well documented that road-building in roadless, untrammeled wilderness areas such as the roadless areas 
of the Tongass bring a host of problems with the easy access and associated disruption that roads provide. 
 
The tourism industry is by far the most important industry in Southeast Alaska and is flourishing because of the 
majestic fiords, mountains, glaciers, islands, trees and abundant wildlife that make up the Tongass. The 
proposed Roadless Rule exemption would subsidize the lumber industry at the expense of the fisheries and 
tourism industries in Southeast Alaska. The fishing industry in Southeast Alaska employs many more people 
than the lumber industry and would also be damaged by the proposed Roadless Rule exemption. The clear 
cold stream water that nourishes the salmon and trout fisheries in the Tongass would be threatened with 
greater warming and sediment from logging operations.The Tongass also sequesters massive amounts of 
carbon that would be released to the atmosphere with road-building and logging activities, exacerbating the 
effects of existing emissions on global warming.If the aim of the proposed action is to help the economy of 
Southeast Alaska, the Forest Service should investigate ways to reimburse Alaska for protecting its forests 
through carbon credits and increase forest restoration efforts rather than supporting more logging of old growth 
forests and wild roadless areas. I urge you to approve Alternative 1, the no action alternative, and continue the 
existing Roadless Rule protections of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Mueller and I live in Racine, Wisconsin. 
 
 
We need our forests to breathe. We need them for LIFE. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cheryl Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: christine 
Last name: mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Davi 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Davi Mueller and I live in De Pere, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Davi Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debi 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debi Mueller and I live in Mount Pleasant, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debi Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose any exemptionsor inroads--to the Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest (TNF) or 
any of the 58 million acres of wild and pristine lands the Forest Service Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001 to 
protect. The Rule prevents habitat fragmentation and slows down global warming by barring road building, 
logging, mineral extraction or other development in these magnificent forests. Please choose Alternative 1 (No 
Action) from the Draft Environmental Impact Statement to keep the Roadless Rule fully intact. 
 
Southeast Alaska's Tongass National Forest is not only the largest U. S. forest, it is the largest intact temperate 
rainforest on earth. TNF contains many islands, dramatic fjords, tall mountains, old growth forests, rocks, 
glaciers, bogs, bears, wolves, mountain goats, deer, and other mammals. It is home to the endangered 
Marbled Murrelet, home to an endangered subspecies of Northern Goshawk, the largest Bald Eagle population 
in the world, and over 100 rare plant species. TNF is the spawning grounds for all five Pacific Salmon species 
and produces more salmon than all other U.S. forests combined. 
 
Deforestation is a prime contributor to both biodiversity loss and global warming. Temperate rainforests have 
the densest concentration of carbon in the world. Their deep bogs sequester many layers of carbon. Over the 
last 60 years Alaska has been warming at twice the rate of the rest of the U. S., and warming would be 
exacerbated by logging in the TNF. Because temperate rainforests like the TNF are cooler and damper than 
nearby areas, they are an important defense against global warming. Preservation of the TNF should be part of 
our national strategy for combatting global warming. 
 
The UN's recent Global Assessment Report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services indicates that one-third of 
U.S. species are at risk of extinction in the next couple of decades. We have an opportunity to protect at-risk 
species in the Tongass and should not risk their extinction by exempting areas from the Roadless Rule to 
pursue short-term profits. 
 
Tourism is the most important industry in Southeast Alaska. Two thirds of the more than two million visitors to 
Alaska last year came to TNF to experience its majestic natural beauty. Tourism is flourishing and growing 
precisely because of the pristine fjords, mountains, glaciers, forests and abundant wildlife that make up the 
Tongass. Opening the Tongass roadless areas to logging would subsidize the timber industry while negatively 
impacting the tourism and fishing industries. There are much better and more sustainable ways to create jobs 
in this area. 
 
It is the duty and mission of the Forest Service to conserve these rich and wild natural resources not only to 
meet the needs of present generations but those of future generations. Granting exemption to the Roadless 
Rule for the TNF would not only adversely affect Alaska and the Tongass but would create a harmful 
precedent, opening the door for other western states to seek exemptions as well. Please put public interest 
above corporate profits and do not bow to those few who wish to clearcut forests and exploit the natural 
grandeur of the TNF to line their own pockets. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments, 
 
Lynn Mueller 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Mueller and I live in Alpharetta, Georgia. 
 
 
What you do affects you and your loved ones as well.  You don't live in a bubble! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melinda 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
      -             .         -     ,                       .                .  
My reasons include the following: 
1. The other alternatives are a threat to the livelihoods of local communities, many of whom rely on subsistence 
hunting, particularly of Sitka Black-tailed deer.  Road-building and logging will reduce deer populations. 
2. As reported in the Seattle Times (Dec. 6, 2019): "The Organized Village of Kake, the Ketchikan Indian 
Community, the Organized Village of Saxman, the Craig Tribal Association and the Organized Village of 
Kasaan have all passed resolutions expressing a desire to keep the Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass." 
The wishes of Native People who rely upon the Tongass and whose cultural heritage there goes back many 
hundreds of years should be honored and prioritized.    
3. In the face of climate change, with dire effects already occurring, it is imperative that we preserve and 
increase our forests, rather than reducing them.  Replanting of trees after logging is NOT a sufficient mitigation, 
as it will take decades (and in the case of lost old-growth, centuries) for saplings to grow to the age of logged 
trees. The Tongass Forest is the largest carbon-sink in our National Forest System, and should be preserved 
(and further restored). 
4. These trees are not needed for use within the United States.  The logging companies proposing to harvest 
within the Tongass ship round-log timber to Asia.  Furthermore, timber jobs are outnumbered by jobs related to 
tourism by 20 to 1 in Alaska.  The argument that logging is crucial to the economy of Alasaa is specious: 
Logging now accounts for a mere 1% of the Alaska economy.  
5. AS also noted in the Dec 6 Seattle Times: "the Forest Service should strive for balance and respect as it 
moves toward its final decision. We grew up on land now marred by shortsighted timber policies of the past: 
Much of Prince of Wales is heavily degraded by old clear-cuts that wont offer valuable wildlife habitat for 
hundreds of years. Though our island is only 135 miles long, it already has 2,500 miles of logging roads. The 
last remaining stands of ancient forest are essential for holding Prince of Wales in ecological balance." 
6. As a resident of the Puget Sound region, I am a direct stakeholder in this decision: (a) Our region's 
ecological health and fisheries economies rely on preserving healthy watersheds and thriving salmon 
population; (b) as a biologist, biology instructor, and long-time wilderness hiker and kayaker, I hope to have the 
privilege one day of visiting the Tongass; (c) climate change knows no boundaries, and the Tongass Forest's 
carbon-sequestration services are a treasure not to be squandered;  
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melinda 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
- . - , . . 
 
My reasons include the following: 
 
1. The other alternatives are a threat to the livelihoods of local communities, many of whom rely on subsistence 
hunting, particularly of Sitka Black-tailed deer. Road-building and logging will reduce deer populations. 
 
2. As reported in the Seattle Times (Dec. 6, 2019): "The Organized Village of Kake, the Ketchikan Indian 
Community, the Organized Village of Saxman, the Craig Tribal Association and the Organized Village of 
Kasaan have all passed resolutions expressing a desire to keep the Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass." 
The wishes of Native People who rely upon the Tongass and whose cultural heritage there goes back many 
hundreds of years should be honored and prioritized. 
 
3. In the face of climate change, with dire effects already occurring, it is imperative that we preserve and 
increase our forests, rather than reducing them. Replanting of trees after logging is NOT a sufficient mitigation, 
as it will take decades (and in the case of lost old-growth, centuries) for saplings to grow to the age of logged 
trees. The Tongass Forest is the largest carbon-sink in our National Forest System, and should be preserved 
(and further restored). 
 
4. These trees are not needed for use within the United States. The logging companies proposing to harvest 
within the Tongass ship round-log timber to Asia. Furthermore, timber jobs are outnumbered by jobs related to 
tourism by 20 to 1 in Alaska. The argument that logging is crucial to the economy of Alasaa is specious: 
Logging now accounts for a mere 1% of the Alaska economy. 
 
5. AS also noted in the Dec 6 Seattle Times: "the Forest Service should strive for balance and respect as it 
moves toward its final decision. We grew up on land now marred by shortsighted timber policies of the past: 
Much of Prince of Wales is heavily degraded by old clear-cuts that wont offer valuable wildlife habitat for 
hundreds of years. Though our island is only 135 miles long, it already has 2,500 miles of logging roads. The 
last remaining stands of ancient forest are essential for holding Prince of Wales in ecological balance." 
 
6. As a resident of the Puget Sound region, I am a direct stakeholder in this decision: (a) Our region's 
ecological health and fisheries economies rely on preserving healthy watersheds and thriving salmon 
population; (b) as a biologist, biology instructor, and long-time wilderness hiker and kayaker, I hope to have the 
privilege one day of visiting the Tongass; (c) climate change knows no boundaries, and the Tongass Forest's 
carbon-sequestration services are a treasure not to be squandered; 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Olivia 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Olivia Mueller and I live in Anchorage, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
As an Alaskan that relies on Alaskas wild spaces and wildlife for employment, enrichment, and ecological 
resources, protecting the Tongass National Forest is important to me. Ive worked jobs monitoring wildlife in 
South East Alaska, and know firsthand how valuable the temperate rainforests of Alaska are to the area. To 
remove support for the Roadless Rule would jeopardize Alaskan ecosystems, subsistence ways of life that are 
integral to the survival of our Native peoples, and the jobs that the forest sustains. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its status as America's 
best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating 
climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest 
intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible 
wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that 
the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain 
roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is 
important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patty 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose any changes to the 2001 Roadless rule. I want all lands in the Tongass National Forest to remain 
protected by the roadless rule. I do not want any timber harvesting to occur in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Patty Mueller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization: self 
Title:  
Comments: 
I opposed this rule change. The National forest system needs to be left as wild as possible and should not be 
exploited for commerical gain that might change its character or biome. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peter Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peter Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:44:05 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sally Mueller 
Akron, OH 44313 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon Mueller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Mueller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Mueller-Lamore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda Mueller-Lamore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Mueller-Lamore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda Mueller-Lamore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Mueller-Lamore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brenda Mueller-Lamore and I live in Belchertown, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brenda Mueller-Lamore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Muench 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
NO to Tongass NF exemption 
 
To all parties involved in the Tongass National Forest Roadless Rule Exemption, 
 
I can guarantee that if your future grandchild or great-grandchild was asked if they would rather keep an old 
growth forest or buy a wooden IKEA desk made in China from old-growth Tongass, they would opt for the 
former. 
 
32,500 letters have already been written expressing the public's overwhelming disapproval about this. I wrote 
one of those letters, and honestly do not understand why I must write it again. 
 
I am 25 years old. I didn't have the luxury of seeing old growth forests, in-tact prairies, or healthy streams as a 
child because all the ones around me were gone. I do not know what was there before the asphalt in my 
suburb. Whatever it was, it is gone forever. 
 
My generation is already inheriting environmental problems from extraction industries of decades past. Land 
subsidence from groundwater depletion. Ruined creeks, rivers and watersheds from erosion caused by tree 
removal. Animals and plants I've never gotten to see because their habitat was bulldozed. Water pollution, soil 
degradation, the list goes on. 
 
Please stop and think about how this will affect others, not just the timber companies and boom-bust logging 
jobs. 
 
The public does not want this. Timber companies want this. Please do not offer our national treasures up for 
sale. Please do the right thing, act progressively and spend your time approving lasting solutions instead of fast 
cash, leaving the next generation's taxpayers to clean up the mess once again. 
 
Thank you for your automatic response. I can only hope that this letter is not discarded and disregarded along 
with the 32,500 others from 2018. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Your neighbor and fellow American. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Muench 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5044 
 
ATTN.: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
These comments are based on my over 50-year involvement with southeast Alaska forests as a Forest Service 
employee and as a consulting forester, logging engineer and land manager dealing with both public and private 
lands. Alternate 6, complete exemption from the Roadless Rule for Alaska, is the needed steop to get the 
national forest management back to a logical basis. There are three reasons for this. 
 
First, applying the Roadless Rule to Alaska in 2001 was never justified by the situation at that time. The stated 
purpose of the nationwide roadless rule on the national forest system had been to protect lands deserving of 
protection from development until a thorough planning effort had been undertaken to idenitfy such lands, as 
was specifically required by the National Forest Management Act amendment of 1976. The Tongass National 
Forest was one of the first in the nation to have developed and finalized such a plan. The Tonfass Land and 
Resource Managment Plan (herein referred to as TLMP), as that time last amended in 1997, had evaluated all 
of the Tongass National Forest acreage, and had removed from road construction and timber harvest many 
millions acres as wilderness, remote recreation, scenic rivers, and other set-asides. That plan was fully in force 
in 2001 and there was no possibility of road building of timber harvest i any of the areas identified in the plan for 
roadless management. The executive order to apply the Roadless Rule to Alaska was not necessary; it was a 
last-minute political move by an outgoing president and not part of any deliberative planning process. 
 
Second, the Roadless Rule is not structured, nor was it ever intended, to serve as a planning effort or as a site-
specific decision making process. It was an "overlay" classification intended to serve as a temporary hod on 
development pending the planning process called for in the National Forest Management Act. When it was 
arbitrarily applied to the Tongass National Forest it had the eddect of frusterating and making impossible the 
implementation of TLMP. It continies to be an impediment to the lofical management of the Forest. There is 
now direction to Forest Service managers from two separate sources: the carefully analyzed, publicly reviewed 
enforcible policies of the latestest (2016) TLMP, and the unplanned and illogical demands of a twenty year old 
never updated executive order that continies to hamper Forest Service land managers. The present TLMP has 
80% of the Tongass National Forest in various non-development land use designation. Those areas do not 
need any additional roadless management protection. If the Tongass National Forest is totally exempted from 
the Roadless Rule, they will still be totally subject to the various non-development restrictions TLMP. On the 
other hand, management of the 20% in which some form of development is allowed continues to be frustrated. 
The effort under way to transition to young- growth harvest while still maintaining a viable forest products 
industry depends on developing some of the old growth areas within the development designation. It is 
impossible to follow to conflicting management directions at the same time. 
 
Finally, the application of roadless policies over the last 20 years has been an economic burden to southeast 
Alaska communities in many ways. Not only has the forest products industry nearly been strangled, but other 
needed and legitimate development is been made impossible or needlessly and sometimes fatally expensive. 
The continued effort to develop alternative hydropower energy and supply it to remote communities like Kake 
on Kupreanof Island is an example. Tidal and wind power installations need road and power line access. 
Mineral development, community land transport connections and other legitimate local developments should 
not be subject to the capricious application of a policy to avoid reason or need. The need now is to allow forest 
management to go back to the carefully crafted plans embodied in TLMP. Alternative 6, complete exemption of 
the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule, should be implemented. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Eric Muench 
 
[Address] [Signature] 
 



 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Muench 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susan 
Last name: mufson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan mufson and I live in Chester, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susan mufson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Muggeo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:00:44 PM 
First name: Lindsay 
Last name: Mugglestone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lindsay Mugglestone 
Berkeley, CA 94705 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lindsay 
Last name: Mugglestone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lindsay Mugglestone and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lindsay Mugglestone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hilary 
Last name: Mughloo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Mughrabi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Mughrabi and I live in Wellington, Colorado. 
 
 
Cat wash it out and if so pollutes our water.  Please stop! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Mughrabi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heidi 
Last name: Mugrauer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heidi Mugrauer and I live in Clifton, New Jersey. 
 
 
Protect our national forests 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heidi Mugrauer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shafiyq 
Last name: Muhammad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shafiyq Muhammad and I live in Azusa, California. 
 
 
i hope to make a difference one day.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shafiyq Muhammad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jens 
Last name: Muhle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jens Muhle and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jens Muhle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linnann 
Last name: Muhlemann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linnann Muhlemann and I live in Batavia, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linnann Muhlemann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sadie 
Last name: Muhlestein 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Muhlhauser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Muhlhauser and I live in St. Cloud, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen Muhlhauser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rob 
Last name: Muhlrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rob Muhlrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lolita 
Last name: Muhm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lolita Muhm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Muhr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Muhr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rocio 
Last name: Muhs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rocio Muhs and I live in Missoula, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rocio Muhs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Muir 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Muir and I live in Marcellus, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Muir 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Muirhead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Muirhead and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care about preserving wilderness for future generations. There is not much left. I also care about salmon 
habitat. And of course climate change 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: maragret 
Last name: muirhead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is maragret muirhead and I live in Schenectady, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, maragret muirhead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maragret 
Last name: Muirhead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maragret Muirhead 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:51:42 PM 
First name: bernardo 
Last name: mujica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
bernardo alayza mujica 
Sioux City, IA 51111 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: bernardo 
Last name: mujica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, bernardo mujica 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: bernardo 
Last name: mujica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is bernardo mujica and I live in Sioux City, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, bernardo mujica 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: bernardo 
Last name: mujica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, bernardo mujica 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marianne 
Last name: Mukai 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marianne Mukai and I live in Delhi, New York. 
 
Now more than ever our future depends on the carbon sinks that major forests represent. The people of Alaska 
will feel the immediate effects of the clearcutting, but it also had an impact on all US citizens and has far-
reaching global consequences as well. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marianne Mukai 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tuli 
Last name: Mukherjee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tuli Mukherjee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: Mulberry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alice Mulberry and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
My husband and I have seen the Tongass and with our concerns about climate change we should be most 
upset if it were to be destroyed especially when Earth is threatened with climate change. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Alice Mulberry 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Prem 
Last name: Mulberry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Prem Mulberry and I live in Wisconsin Dells, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Don't be stupid.  Save our forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Prem Mulberry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Prem 
Last name: Mulberry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Prem Mulberry and I live in Wisconsin Dells, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Prem Mulberry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Olga 
Last name: Mulcahy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Olga Mulcahy and I live in Leesburg, Virginia. 
 
Enough of putting destructive activities ahead of public interest. Enough of putting corporate greed ahead of out 
cultural heritage. Once gone, it can't be replaced. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Olga Mulcahy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mulcare 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Mulcare and I live in Clarkston, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Mulcare 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Muldaur 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Muldaur and I live in Mill Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Muldaur 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bekah 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bekah Mulder and I live in Fremont, Nebraska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bekah Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Mulder and I live in Wappingers Falls, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joni 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joni Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joni 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joni Mulder and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joni Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joni 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joni Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joni 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joni Mulder and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joni Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tammy 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tammy Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tammy 
Last name: Mulder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tammy Mulder and I live in Stuarts Draft, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tammy Mulder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sharon 
Last name: mulgrew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sharon mulgrew and I live in Mount Dora, Florida. 
 
 
Please! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sharon mulgrew 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barry 
Last name: Mulharan 
Organization: 1949 
Title:  
Comments: 
I am not in favor of logging in this forest!! I have seen what logging has done to the area around me!! Thank 
you!!!!! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tori 
Last name: Mulhern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennie 
Last name: Mull-scotty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennie Mull-scotty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: Mulla 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Mullally 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Mullally and I live in Champaign, Illinois. 
 
 
Protect our communities from coal ash pollution. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolyn Mullally 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mullan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kate Mullan and I live in Callaway, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kate Mullan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Mullan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kate Mullan and I live in Panama City, Florida. 
 
 
Stop killing our planet to satisfy blatant greed. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kate Mullan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brooks 
Last name: Mullane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brooks Mullane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danny 
Last name: Mullane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Danny Mullane and I live in Louisville, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Danny Mullane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Mullane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Mullane and I live in North Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Mullane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Mullaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Mullaney and I live in Lyndhurst, New Jersey. 
 
I have been to SE Alaska twice and can't wait to go back. The beauty of the Tongass is breathtaking. It should 
be left in peace to help clean our air and be appreciated by all visitors. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Mullaney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tori 
Last name: Mullaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5016 
 
I, Tori Mullaney, am strongly in favor of alternative one's plan relating to the Tongass National Forest. I feel this 
way because America needs some wild frontiers. 
 
-Tori Mullaney 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maryanne 
Last name: Mullany 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maryanne Mullany and I live in Seaford, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maryanne Mullany 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: T 
Last name: Mullarkey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, T Mullarkey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: t 
Last name: mullarkey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is t mullarkey and I live in Hot Springs, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, t mullarkey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: T 
Last name: Mullarkey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, T Mullarkey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: T 
Last name: Mullarkey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, T Mullarkey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cc 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cc Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Mullen and I live in Topanga, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Ive worked in the Tongass region for several years and have seen the change in just that short amount of time. 
Opening the region up to more logging would be extremely detrimental to the area for a variety of reasons. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose any clear cutting of Alaska's Tongass Narional Forest. We need to maintain the trees, in this pristine 
area, to combat global warming/climate change. 
 
 
 
Thank you, Dennis Mullen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edna 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edna Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3557 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Mullen 
 
Portland, OR 97216 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3557 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
James Mullen 
Portland, OR 97216 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeanne Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Mullen and I live in Plymouth, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lucas 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless rule comment 
 
As a resident of SE Alaska I urge the USFS to select alternative 1. Leaving the Tongass National Forest under 
the existing roadless rule is critical to maintaining habitat and health of the region. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Lucas Mullen 
 
Petersburg, AK. 99833 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Mullen and I live in Mills, Wyoming. 
 
"No Action" is the only choice if you favor life. But if you have rationalized destruction, decimation and 
destroying life of countless beings, human and otherwise, for money - we will stand for life. We, and the trees, 
will stand. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marilyn Mullen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terri 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Terri] [mullen] and I live in [Harvard], [Ma]. 
[01451] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terri Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Timothy Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Mullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Timothy Mullen and I live in Saint Charles, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Timothy Mullen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caleb 
Last name: Mullenax 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marinda 
Last name: Mullenax 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4904 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Mullennix 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Mullennix and I live in Clinton Township, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Mullennix 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous 
rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on 
the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we 
simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alan Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Acting Forest Supervisor, Troy Heithecker 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628. 
 
 
 
Re: Comments on Roadless Rule Rulemaking #54511 
 
 
 
Dear Supervisor Heithecker: 
 
 
 
I am submitting these comments on behalf of the Prince of Wales Flying Squirrel (Glaucomys sabrinus 
griseifrons), a subspecies of the Northern Flying Squirrel. The Prince of Wales Flying Squirrel is endemic to 
Prince of Wales Island and a few surrounding islands. This squirrel is considered to be a keystone species, an 
indicator species, or a sentinel species of the health of island old-growth forests. More industrial old-growth 
logging-the kind that will take place AGAIN if Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule-will threaten the survival 
of this squirrel. In addition, other species of plants and animals will be threatened, not to mention the many, 
many other values of an unlogged Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
We all know that Governor Dunleavy wants the Tongass to be exempted from the Roadless Rule. We all know 
that the three members of the Alaska delegation want the Tongass to be exempted. And we all know that 
Trump has told your boss, Secretary of Agriculture, Sonny Purdue, that he wants an exemption. Do you expect 
that members of the public who are commenting on these proposed changes, that is, the millions of people who 
have fought this battle for years, do you expect us to believe that the decision is not already made? Do those of 
you actually managing the Tongass on the ground, do you even have the AUTHORITY to let the Tongass 
remain unexempted from the Roadless Rule, and oppose the decisions made by those above you? Even if you 
wanted to-WOULD you make that decision in spite of all of the authorities and bosses above you telling you to 
exempt it? Do you see why we members of the public think it's already a done deal? These are not rhetorical 
questions-I would really like answers! 
 
 
 
In summary: Please select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and protect all 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule, that is, do 
NOT exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 



cc: Secretary of Agriculture Chief of the Forest Service 
 
Sonny Purdue Vicki Christiansen 
 
USDA Forest Service USDA Forest Service 
 
1400 Independence Ave. S.W. 1400 Independence Ave. S.W. 
 
Washington, D.C. 20250 Washington, D.C. 20250-1111 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don Muller and I live in Sitka, Alaska. 
 
 
NO EXEMPTION FOR ALASKA. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3053 
 
December 1, 2019 
 
Re: Comments on Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Supervisor Heithecker: 
 
I am submitting these comments on behalf of the Prince of Wales Flying Squirrel *(Glaucomy sabrinus 
griseifrons) *[Text italicized], a subspecies of the Northern Flying Squirrel. The Prince of Wales Flying Squirrel 
is endemic to Prince of Wales Island and a few surrounding islands. This squirrel is considered to be a 
keystone species, an indicator species, or a sentinel species of the health of island old-growth forests. More 
industrial old-growth logging- the kind that will take place AGAIN if Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule - 
will threaten the survival of this squirrel. In addition, other species of plants and animals will be threatened, not 
to mention the many, many other values of an *unlogged*[Text italicized for emphasis] Tongass National 
Forest. 
 
We all know that Governor Dunleavy wants the Tongass to be exempted from the Roadless Rule. We all know 
that the three members of the Alaska delegation want the Tongass to be exempted. And we all know that 
Trump has told your boss, Secretary of Agriculture, Sonny Purdue, that he wants an exemption. Do you expect 
that members of the public who are commenting on these proposed changes, that is, the millions of people who 
have fought this battle for years, do you expect us to believe that the decision is not already made? Do those of 
you actually managing the Tongass on the ground, do you even have the AUTHORITY to let the Tongass 
remain unexempted from the Roadless Rule, and oppose the decisions made by those above you? Even if you 
wanted to- WOULD you make that decision in spite of all of the authorities and bosses above you telling you to 
exempt it? Do you see why we members of the public think it's already a done deal? These are not rhetorical 
questions- I would really like answers! 
 
In summary: Please select the "no-action "alternative on the Alaska -specific Roadless Rule and protect all 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule, that is, do 
NOT exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. 
 
I have lived in Sitka since 1974. I am a retired bookseller. 
 
Thank you 
 
[Signature] 
 
Don Muller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Muller and I live in South Berwick, Maine. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kris 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kris Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kris 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kris Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kris 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kris Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Muller and I live in Louisville, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MaryAnne 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is MaryAnne Muller and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
Don't destroy the environment!  Leave it for your grandchildren! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, MaryAnne Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Muller and I live in Vero Beach, Florida. 
 
The Tongass provides vital habitat for eagles, bears, wolves, salmon, and countless other species. Alaska 
Natives such as the Tlingit rely upon its lands and waters for their livelihood and culture. And visitors from 
around the world travel to the Tongass for world-class recreation, hunting, sport, and fishing. 
 
Tell the Forest Service to stop putting corporate profits above the public interest and to protect our national 
forests, our air, and our water for future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan Muller 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Muller 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Muller and I live in Maumee, Ohio. 
 
 
Please keep the trees in Alaska's Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Muller 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alessandra 
Last name: Muller-Thym 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alessandra Muller-Thym 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: mack 
Last name: mullican 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is mack mullican and I live in Gilmer, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, mack mullican 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JL 
Last name: Mulligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JL Mulligan and I live in Charlottesville, Virginia. 
 
I am especially concerned that this management plan does not protect Bears Ears National Monument as a 
sacred space and intact wilderness area for Americans today and for our grandchildren. It is our legacy for all 
the Americans to come. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, JL Mulligan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Mulligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in favor of ALTERNATIVE 1. We have a plan that is working why change it.!!!I keep thinking of a quote 
from a character in The Dr.Seuss book,The Lorax. " I AM THE LORAX WHO SPEAKS FOR THE 
TREES,WHICH YOU SEEM TO BE CHOPPING AS FAST AS YOU PLEASE !" 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tami 
Last name: Mullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tami Mullin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Mullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3269 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tim Mullin 
 
Fort Collins, CO 80521 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Mullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3269 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Tim Mullin  
Fort Collins, CO 80521 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Mullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Valerie Mullin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vin 
Last name: Mullin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Writing in to express my opinion, choosing Alternative One. I do NOT approve of renewed logging, road 
building, or more man-made infrastructural changes in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Our forests should be protected and left alone; stop trying to sell our lands away for commercial development. I 
do NOT approve of this. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dixie 
Last name: Mullineaux 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dixie Mullineaux and I live in Berkeley Springs, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dixie Mullineaux 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dixie 
Last name: Mullineaux 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dixie Mullineaux 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Glenn 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Glenn Mullins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Glenn 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Glenn Mullins and I live in Buena Park, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Glenn Mullins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KAILEY 
Last name: MULLINS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is KAILEY MULLINS and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, KAILEY MULLINS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Mullins and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Mullins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Mullins and I live in Spfld (long), Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Mullins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'd like to see the forest service continue its strong protections of our wild lands by not exempting the Tongass 
from the Roadless Rule. The region isn't dependent on timber sales for economic development and the cost to 
tax payers is higher than the return. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Mullins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Mullins and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah Mullins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BarbaraJo 
Last name: Mullis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, BarbaraJo Mullis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BarbaraJo 
Last name: Mullis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is BarbaraJo Mullis and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
You can't undo a clearcut. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, BarbaraJo Mullis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Mullis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita Mullis and I live in Charlotte, North Carolina. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rita Mullis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Warren 
Last name: Mullis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please note, I vote in every election and I take this subject extremely seriously.  
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Mulrane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Mulrane and I live in Dunedin, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Mulrane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jenna 
Last name: Mulraney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jenna Mulraney and I live in Elmora, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jenna Mulraney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Mulrennan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Mulrennan and I live in Atlasburg, Pennsylvania. 
 
What good is a fat 401k that allows you to retire a few months early if the s air they breathe kills your 
grandchildren? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, William Mulrennan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Mulrennan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in favor of maintaining this pristine land for future generations. It should not be drilled or defiled with roads. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Mulrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Mulrey and I live in Everett, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Mulrey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Mulshine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Mulshine and I live in Phillipsburg, New Jersey. 
 
 
Stop selling out America 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peter Mulshine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Multer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Multer and I live in Lenoir, North Carolina. 
 
 
There is too much loss of trees already. No more ! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Multer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Mulverhill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern, 
 
 
 
I am writing to urge you to take the "No Action Alternative" and keep the Roadless Rule in effect in the Tongass 
National Forest. Opening up the area to road construction would be a mistake. This is true because of many 
things including Native values and fish and animal habitat, but I think that the Tongass also has great potential 
for globally relevant forest research and opening up the area to road construction would eliminate most - if not 
all - of this potential. 
 
 
 
Currently I study forests in the northern hemisphere. As you may be aware, the Tongass National Forest is one 
of the largest remaining intact areas of old growth in the world, and has large potential for forest research into, 
for example, carbon storage, forest growth, and resilience to disturbance and changes in climate. The area 
represents a very unique opportunity to study the characteristics of a largely undeveloped forest and could set 
the standard for others to see the potential in keeping forests intact. 
 
 
 
I understand that the main argument against the "Roadless Rule" is that it would open up the area to economic 
development in the form of timber production. As an alternative, I would think that research and tourism would 
pose larger sustained economic benefits to the area while also contributing to greater scientific knowledge of 
the importance of forest ecosystems in uncertain climatic conditions. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Mulvey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Mulvey and I live in Cave Creek, Arizona. 
 
 
Preserve the Pristine, please. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Mulvey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Mulvihill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Mulvihill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jillian 
Last name: Mulvihill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jillian Mulvihill and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jillian Mulvihill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jillian 
Last name: Mulvihill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jillian Mulvihill and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jillian Mulvihill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mulvihill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I first fought for this rule as a young voter some forty years ago! I thought then that the protections given the 
Tongass by Congress would be permanent. Rest assured, there are many of us alive and voting still who care 
deeply about this issue. 
 
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Robert Mulvihill 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sidney 
Last name: Mumford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sidney Mumford and I live in Cold Spring Harbor, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sidney Mumford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mumm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mumm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Mumm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Mumm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cole 
Last name: mumper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, cole mumper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Munchoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Munchoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyssa 
Last name: Munck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KATHERINE 
Last name: MUNDAY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, KATHERINE MUNDAY 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Munday 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Munday and I live in New Oxford, Pennsylvania. 
 
You cannot replace these old trees, or the environment they provide for the animals and plants which in turn 
are connected to the wellbeing of your live further south. We do not need the lumber, or the access roads 
because we do not need more resources. Go elsewhere. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Munday 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Mundis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongass roadless. This forest is a very important to all of us on this planet. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Mundore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC817 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Mundt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Mundt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Mundt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Mundt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Mundt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1192 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jaye 
Last name: Mundy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The earth has few enough places where there are no roads. 
 
Keep Alaska as pristine as possible. No new roads - paved or off-road gravel and rock roads. Please. 
 
Please also remember that every day IS earth day and locally IS globally. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jaye 
Last name: Mundy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jaye Mundy and I live in Norwood, Colorado. 
 
 
Remember that every day IS earth day and locally IS globally. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jaye Mundy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Mundy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ken Mundy and I live in Lakeland, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ken Mundy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Munger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bridget 
Last name: Munger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bridget Munger and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bridget Munger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Munger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Munger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Munier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
In an increasingly crowded world, places like the Tongass National Forest offer us the chance for solitude and 
connection to nature that is becoming increasing harder to come by. The addition of roads to the forest would 
fundamental alter the character of this wild place, opening it up not for the greater enjoyment of people, but to 
the inevitable exploitation and degradation at the hands of timber and mining companies. I support the No-
Action Alternative for Tongass National Forest, leave it untouched and wild. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Munn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC607 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness. The West Chichagof-
Yakobi Wilderness was the first citizen-initiated Wilderness area in Alaska; in 1967, Sitkans who recognized the 
value of this area came together to protect it. This Wilderness area is rich in biodiversity and supports an 
incredibly productive ecosystem. Salmon are sustained by the vast freshwater stream systems that empty into 
fjords and inlets. Brown bears feast upon these salmon as they swim upstream, distributing their carcasses 
throughout the forest. These carcasses fertilize the soil and feed the Sitka spruce, mountain hemlock, and 
yellow cedar trees that tower over the land. Underneath this old growth canopy, Sitka Black-tail deer browse on 
abundant berries and shrubs. 
 
However, the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness is not the only place in Southeast Alaska with such incredible 
beauty and biodiversity. The flora and fauna we find in this wilderness area also thrive in inventoried roadless 
areas throughout the Tongass. Intact roadless areas provide our communities with important hunting, fishing, 
foraging, and recreating opportunities. We depend on the entirety of the Tongass for our subsistence and our 
livelihoods including our commercial fishing and tourism industries. I am grateful for the Wilderness designation 
that the West Chichagof-Yacobi area received, and would like to see such protections extended to areas such 
as Ushk Bay and Poison Cove. 
 
Outside of Wilderness areas like West Chichagof, the roadless areas we depend on are threatened by 
politicians and special interests pushing for short term profits that have long term ecological and economic 
consequences. Wilderness areas, roadless areas, and the intact habitat they support are an investment in the 
long term sustainability of our region. Please keep the National Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass. T77 
areas are particularly important to me; these watersheds are critical to maintaining the salmon runs we depend 
on for jobs and food. Please do not remove protections for these areas, or anywhere else on the Tongass. 
 
Personal Comments: I am not interested in learning more! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexa 
Last name: Munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexa Munoz and I live in Bellevue, Washington. 
 
 
Roads in the wilderness interrupt the natural flow of the animals in the area.  Do not disturb the animals! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alexa Munoz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andy 
Last name: Munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andy Munoz and I live in Aspen, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andy Munoz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. Furthermore, 
intact, ancient forests are strongholds of climate resilience, and the Tongass is one of world's largest. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions. Also, 
forests should be cleared instead for fire prevention. Destructive activities degrade the naturally sustainable 
wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It's time to seriously protect our beautiful wildlife and all the wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the 
"No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National 
Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anna Munoz 
 
Hercules, CA 94547 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Connie Munoz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Connie Munoz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: george 
Last name: munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is george munoz and I live in Stockton, California. 
 
 
Do your job and start protecting the American people! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, george munoz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jorge 
Last name: Munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Munoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Munoz and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Munoz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Munro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Munro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Munroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Munroe and I live in Sierra Vista, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Munroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gretel 
Last name: Munroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gretel Munroe and I live in Medford, Massachusetts. 
 
The reason for the existence of the EPA should be the preservation of the environment, not the enrichment of 
companies who pour toxic chemicals into the environment. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
These forests and wilderness play a role in climate change and are needed to offset it. Old trees sequester 
carbon and once gone these trees and the forest cannot come back into existence. It is vital that these forests 
be preserved. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gretel Munroe 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Munroe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is M Munroe and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, M Munroe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Muns 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Muns and I live in Long Beach, California. 
 
 
Pave paradise? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Muns 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: Munson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a forest ecologist working in Canada, I am alarmed to see the removal of protection for one of the last 
roadless temperate rainforests in North America. This area should remain roadless for the generations that 
come after us, and as a buffer and protected area during the climate change we are currently experiencing. I 
disagree strongly with this decision to develop this amazing old growth forest area, unique in the world. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Munson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule keeps large tracts of old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse 
and Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer who need this type of environment to 
thrive. 
 
Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old 
trees that these animals rely on. 
 
This is not like cutting a tree down in your back yard, and having another grow in its place. The wildlife that 
depend on the areas cut in these large operations will likely disappear. It is a PERMANENT disruption of an 
ecosystem that works because of its size and connectivity. 
 
All of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and logging 
across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer 
dollars every year, with zero return on investment. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on 
the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Deborah Munson 
 
Chester, NH 03036 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: kristen 
Last name: Munson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Trump Administration is proposing changes that will do irreparable damage to the environment and hurt 
native populations who rely on these forests and streams. Additionally, the trees in these forests house some of 
the oldest trees in our country which serve as important carbon sinks. I know this administration doesnt care 
about the climate, but the majority of people in this country do. I do not support the building of roads through 
the forests or the logging of these trees. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Munson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Munson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:42:41 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Munson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. We condemn Brazil for 
destroying the Amazon rainforest, but now the USForest Service proposes to destroy our own temperate  
rainforest in support of private logging interests. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronald Munson 
Fort Bragg, CA 95437 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Munson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Munson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Munther 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am very concerned with and object to the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document 
Number 2019-0023. I strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass National 
Forest by adopting the no action Alternative 1. These public lands and waters are both important to sportsmen 
and sportswomen and are a key element of Alaska's economy. 
 
I have visited the Tongass on occasion and recall the extreme contrast of roadless areas to those which have 
been logged. There remain lots of logging opportunities outside of Inventoried Roadless areas. Second growth 
logging and thinning are opportunities to restore productivity of the previously logged areas. 
 
Traditional clearcut logging the remaining old growth is contrary to how Tongass forests maintain and 
reproduce themselves. There are no natural stand replacement events like fire. Rather one tree dies and is 
replaced by another. Clearcuts are extremely vulnerable to blowdown. In fact I witnessed a 30,000 acre 
clearcut (Staney Creek on POW Island) that was created by blowdown and subsequent salvage of smaller 
clearcuts. In addition I witnessed many massive road failures that contributed damaging sediment to valuable 
salmon streams. I also saw the unproductive and rather sterile second growth resulting from dense 
reproduction that was not thinned. No mammal of consequence utilizes these sterile reproduction areas 
because they were not thinned in a timely manner. 
 
In contrast a temperate old growth rain forest is rare,and extremely productive for both terrestrial and aquatic 
life, and is another important feature moderating climate change effects. 
 
Logging and timber harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise 
and consensus-building. 
 
The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted following one of the 
most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It is one of America's best 
and most popular land management rules ever. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Monique 
Last name: Munting 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Monique Munting and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
Collective interests and respect fir our common heritage before the interests of a few greedy people who 
always want more money, without the least scruple ! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Monique Munting 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Munton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jessica Munton and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jessica Munton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Munyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC409 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
I live in Southeast Alaska, where my lifestyle, the ecology of the forest, and the economy of our communities 
are all intricately intertwined. I live in this region for the bountiful salmon runs, the beautiful scenery, the clean 
air and water, and the endless opportunities to recreate in our expansive outdoors. I am one of the 94% of 
Southeast Alaskans that eats salmon every year. The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest 
of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and 
other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the 
fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A 
sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it 
requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important 
salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to 
recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
I am a commercial fisherwoman who lives and grew up in SE Alaska 
 
*ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The alternative I support is: 
 
Because: 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] The areas I want to see protected from road building and old growth 
timber harvest are: 
 
SE Alaska 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] Old-growth logging and road building would negatively impact the 
productivity of the ecosystem that I depend on for the following activities: 
 
Commercial fishing, and subsistence fishing as well as tourism 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] The monofocus on increasing timber production in the Tongass is 
outdated and out of pace with the current economy and lifestyle in Southeast Alaska. Industrial scale 
harvesting of old-growth forest does not enhance salmon production, visitor industry values, deer habitat, or my 
recreation experience. I would like the Forest Service to focus on activities that enhance and support our 
lifestyle of living off the land and the sustainable sectors of our economy. These activities are: 
 
Subsistence hunting and fishing and commerical fishing and the restraunts and fish plants 
 
The DEIS does not sufficiently analyze the impacts of possible roadbuilding and timber harvest on subsistence 
use areas. I want the 'community priority' roadless area to contain protections for the areas I use for 
subsistence hunting, fishing, and gathering. I advocate for no timber harvest and no roadbuilding *in the 
following community use areas that I use for subsistence:* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Shrimp, sockeye, halibut, Chatham Straight, Redoubt Bay, Sitka Sound Kruzoff 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Alicia Munyer 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Milton 
Last name: Munyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Milton Munyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: gil 
Last name: munz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is gil munz and I live in San Rafael, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, gil munz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: FRANK 
Last name: MURABITO 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5101 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a lifelong sportsman, I have come to cherish the unique and unspoiled areas of our great country. Any 
attempts to change those areas would not be welcome and set the stage for destruction that could not be 
remediated. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
FRANK MURABITO 
 
Brentwood, TN 37027 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Muramaru 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Muramaru and I live in Honolulu, Hawaii. 
 
Wild forests (as well as anything wild) are quickly becoming less each year. Before we realize what?s going on, 
there will not be much left. Please help protect these pristine and precious places. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lynn Muramaru 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kevin 
Last name: muraski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kevin muraski and I live in Crystal Lake, Illinois. 
 
 
Forests are being destroyed world wide. Save the forests we have left! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kevin muraski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Muraski-Stotz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Muraski-Stotz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Muraski-Stotz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Muraski-Stotz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Muraski-Stotz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Muraski-Stotz and I live in Westchester, Illinois. 
 
My heart and soul aches at the thought of any damage to the Tongass National Forest. And the science is 
clear: clear-cutting creates forest fragments that result in species losses and ecological decline. In every way, 
removing protections from Tongass National Forest is a heinous proposition. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Muraski-Stotz 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Murawka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Murawka 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Murawski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Murawski and I live in Renton, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather Murawski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Murawski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Murawski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
Please protect the Tongass area from development. It is a critical habitat for many species. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Susan Murawski 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Murchison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not destroy the tongess forest by adding roads or cutting down trees. Leave it as it is. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Murchison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Virginia Murchison and I live in West Orange, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Virginia Murchison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Murdoch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5345 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have enjoyed Alaska's wild beauty and want my children to have the same privilege. Please, Alaska's 
Roadless Rule in place. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Murdoch 
 
Aiken, SC 29803 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Murdock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Murdock and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather Murdock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Murdock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Murdock and I live in Greenland, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katherine Murdock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lauren 
Last name: Murdock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lauren Murdock and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lauren Murdock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lauren 
Last name: Murdock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lauren Murdock and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lauren Murdock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lauren 
Last name: Murdock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lauren Murdock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Malloree 
Last name: Murdock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Malloree Murdock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Murdock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Murdock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Murdough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cynthia Murdough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Murdough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cynthia Murdough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Murdza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marie Murdza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Murgas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
my comment 
 
I live in Petersburg, Alaska, in the middle of the Tongass National 
 
Forest. I'm 71 and have lived here almost 50 years. I have a business 
 
with 3 employees servicing commercial fishing boats, primarily salmon 
 
boats. Please retain the present roadless rule, Option 1. The Tongass 
 
is too valuable as is. Encouraging more timber harvesting with more 
 
road building in old growth areas is false economy. Keep the Tongass 
 
sustainable. 
 
Thank you, 
 
John Murgas, Owner, Petersburg Marine,  
 
Petersburg, AK 99833 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Murillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Murillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laura Murillo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Syd 
Last name: Murillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Syd Murillo and I live in Burbank, California. 
 
 
Climate Change is real and this ads to the issue. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Syd Murillo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kendall 
Last name: Murken 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kendall Murken and I live in Novato, California. 
 
Destroying our forests in the name of profit and greed will only bring destruction to our planet. Acting without 
true understanding of what the consequences will be for the health and balance of our ecosystem is just mind 
boggling ignorance. Stop and think long term, before its too late. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kendall Murken 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Frank H. 
Last name: Murkowski 
Organization: State Of Alaska 
Title: Governor 
Comments: 
COMMENTS OF GOVERNOR FRANK H. MURKOWSKI 
 
Madam/Sir. Please find attached the comments of Governor Frank H. Murkowski on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. Please acknowledge receipt of his comments. 
Regards, James F. Clark. 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 2, 2019 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 Secretary 
 
US Department of Agriculture  
 1400 Independence Ave, SW  
 Washington D.C. 20250 
 
Thank you for the significant time that you and the Department (USDA) have devoted to moving forward the 
current Alaska-specific Rulemaking, the purpose of which is to restore responsible, multiple-use management 
of resources on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
There follow my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) to implement the Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule. Total Exemption is what the Walker Administration requested in its Petition for 
rulemaking and it is the alternative that I urge you to adopt. USDA should not pick winners and losers by 
denying road access for one resource user group in order to set aside "special areas" for another resource user 
group. As Congress reaffirmed in the National Forest Management Act of 1976, multiple use management is 
the organizing principle of National Forests. Preservation is the organizing principle of National Parks. 
 
WHY TOTAL EXEMPTION OF THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST FROM THE 2001 ROADLESS RULE IS 
GOOD PUBLIC POLICY 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule was the fourth time significant areas of the Tongass were set aside by the national 
government. Prior to promulgation of the Roadless Rule the Tongass had undergone two Congressional 
reviews (ANILCA and TTRA) and 
 
a 1999 USDA Secretarial review that had set aside over 6.8 million acres of the Tongass in Wilderness and 
other restrictive land use categories. The USDA rulemaking included a separate Tongass decision, but the 
Roadless Rule's general statement of Purpose and Need did not explain the need for a fourth "national level, 
whole picture" review of the Tongass. 
 
My Administration stressed this point in settling the lawsuit with USDA that Governor Knowles had filed in 2001. 
We also pointed to the facts that denying road access to 9.2 million acres violated the "No More" clause of 
ANILCA and deprived the Forest Service of its ability to seek to meet the market demand for timber as required 
by the TTRA. Finally, we emphasized the adverse socioeconomic impacts caused by the Rule. 
 
In 2003 the USDA agreed to temporarily exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule because "the roadless 
values on the Tongass are sufficiently protected under the Tongass Forest Plan and the additional restrictions 
associated with the roadless rule are not required." The 2003 Regulation also stated: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 



sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 
 
USDA's substantive, policy determination has never been challenged and is as true today as it was then. Given 
that 6.8 million acres of the Tongass will still remain in Wilderness and other Congressionally designated 
restricted land categories thereafter, you were right to choose Alternative 6, Total Exemption from the Roadless 
Rule as the preferred alternative. Denying access to an additional 9.2 million acres of the Tongass by Roadless 
Area designation creates a gross imbalance. We don't need 16.2 million acres of the 16.9 million acre Tongass 
National Forest to be "protected" from the Alaskans who live in Southeast Alaska. 
 
Nevertheless, some Southeast Alaska based environmental groups contend that denying road access to 
almost the entire Tongass (an area the size of West Virginia) is the only way to "protect" it. They have 
convinced many people that Total Exemption will result in extensive clearcutting. This is not the case. The 
Tongass Land and Resource Management Plans will continue to protect the Tongass through multiple use 
management. Selection of the Total Exemption alternative will only restore 185,000 acres to the suitable timber 
land base which will do nothing more 
 
2 
 
 
 
than restore flexibility to the timber sale program by allowing more economic timber to be offered for sale. The 
allowable sale quantity will remain at the level set in the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan. 
 
USDA's REJECTION IN THE DEIS's APPENDIX G OF THE LANGUAGE PROPOSED BY CAC TO 
IMPLEMENT ITS RECOMMENDED NEW EXCEPTIONS FOR THE ALASKA-SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE 
LEAVES NO VIABLE ALTERNATIVE EXCEPT TOTAL EXEMPTION 
 
The need for, and benefits of, providing access to resources in the Tongass is confiuijied and reinforced by the 
Citizens' Advisory Committee (CAC) established by Governor Walker pursuant to the State's Memorandum of 
Understanding with USDA to inform the State in its role as a cooperating agency in the NEPA process. Thirteen 
Committee members were selected by Governor Walker to represent a diversity of perspectives, including 
Alaska Native corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, 
local government, and the State Division of Forestry. 
 
The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and language to implement them) for the Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule that it recommended be included in each alternative (2 [mdash] 5) set out in the DEIS, other 
than the "No Action" alternative: 
 
Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 
 
The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of each of the four options. 
 
While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include the Roadless Area exceptions for 
analysis in all of the options put forward by the Committee. (Page 4). (Emphasis added). 
 
New exceptions 8 - 16 proposed by the CAC to be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 for the Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule (and language to implement them) are set out at pages 7 and 8 of the CAC Report and new 
exceptions 1 - 8 to be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13 for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule (and language to 
implement them) are set out at pages 8 - 10 of the CAC Report. Some examples of the new exceptions 
proposed by the CAC for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule 
 
1. While "reasonable" access is allowed for mining in IRAs, mining explorers often need road access to get 
heavy equipment from tidewater to a Project site or to otherwise proceed with economically exploring and 
developing a mine 
 
 
 



3 
 
 
 
or a hydro facility. Accordingly, road access for mining exploration and development and for renewable energy 
projects within IRAs should be presumptively authorized in the same way as if the mining or renewable energy 
project were in a non-IRA area. 
 
1. Road access to renewable energy projects in IRAs (including geothermal to which road access is currently 
prohibited in IRAs) should be presumptively authorized in the same way as if the mining or renewable energy 
project were in a non-IRA area. Renewable energy could then replace diesel power in rural Southeast 
communities or be available to power mining exploration and/or mine development. 
2. The Transportation and Utility System Land Use Designation that was eliminated in the 2016 Tongass 
Transition Plan should be restored to allow implementation of the State's Southeast Transportation Plan. 
3. Road access between communities should be authorized notwithstanding the existence of IRAs between 
them. 
4. Cutting and removal of trees incidental to mining and renewable energy projects should be authorized in 
IRAs under the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule in the same way it is authorized in a non-IRA area 
 
The CAC provided language to implement each of the new exceptions 8 - 16 that it proposed be added to 36 
C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule (see pages 7 and 8 of the attached Report) and new 
exceptions 1 - 8 that it proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13 for the Alaska-specific (see pages 8 - 10 
of the attached Report). However, the CAC exception language that the State provided to USDA was not 
included in any alternative. (See Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5). 
 
Instead, each road exception is preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is 
needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service to make the determination about whether a road is needed 
without any criteria for doing so. This is the existing situation already covered by the "No Action" alternative. It 
is exactly the situation to which the CAC recommendations were intended to provide regulatory certainty and 
predictability. Accordingly, the relief from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions that the CAC's new exceptions 
were intended to provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining is only provided by the Total 
Exemption alternative. 
 
Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC's proposed new exceptions for the Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule is the reason the State of Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought 
this rulemaking, 
 
 
 
4 
 
 
 
and because Total Exemption (alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in implementation of these 
recommendations, I urge you and USDA to adopt Alternative 6 [mdash] the Total Exemption Alternative - as 
the Final Rule. 
 
I would also very much appreciate an explanation why Appendix G rejected the language recommended by the 
CAC to implement its proposed new exceptions for alternatives 2 [mdash] 5 of the Alaska-specific Roadless 
Rule as requested by the CAC. 
 
[Position] 
 
 
 
 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory 
Committee; Final Report to the Governor and State Forrester State of Alaska 2018] 



 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: Appendix D; Drafted Roadless Rule Regulatory 
Language by Alternative] 
 
 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: Federal Register; Department of Agriculture 
Special areas; Roadless Area Conservation; Final Rule] 
 

















































Frank H. Murkowski
United States Senator-Alaska (1 98 1 -2002)

Governor of the State of Alaska (2002-2006)

December 2,2019

The Honorable Sonny Perdue
Secretary
US Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave, SW
Washington D.C. 20250

Thank you for the significant time that you and the Department (USDA) have
devoted to moving forward the current Alaska-specific Rulemaking, the purpose of
which is to restore responsible, multiple-use management of resources on the
Tongass National Forest.

There follow my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
to implement the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. Total Exemption is what the
Walker Administration requested in its Petition for rulemaking and it is the
alternative that I urge you to adopt. USDA should not pick winners and losers by
denying road access for one resource user group in order to set aside "special areas"
for another resource user group. As Congress reaffirmed in the National Forest
Management Act of 1976, multiple use management is the organizing principle of
National Forests. Preservation is the organizingprinciple of National Parks.

WHY TOTAL EXEMPTION OF THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST
FROM TIIE 2OO1 ROADLESS RULE IS GOOD PUBLIC POLICY

The 2001 Roadless Rule was the fourth time significant areas of the Tongass were
set aside by the national govemment. Prior to promulgation of the Roadless Rirle
the Tongass had undergone two Congressional reviews (ANILCA and TTRy'i).and
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a 1999 USDA Secretarial review that had set aside over 6.8 million acres of the
Tongass in Wilderness and other restrictive land use categories. The USDA
rulemaking included a separate Tongass decision, but the Roadless Rule's general
statement of Purpose and Need did not explain the need for a fourth o'national level,
whole picture" review of the Tongass.

My Administration stressed this point in settling the lawsuit with USDA that
Governor Knowles had filed in 2001. We also pointed to the facts that denying road
access to 9.2 million acres violated the ooNo More" clause of ANILCA and deprived
the Forest Service of its ability to seek to meet the market demand for timber as

required by the TTRA. Finally, we emphasizedthe adverse socioeconomic impacts
caused by the Rule.

In 2003 the USDA agreed to temporarily exempt the Tongass from the Roadless
Rule because "the roadless values on the Tongass are sufficiently protected under
the Tongass Forest Plan and the additional restrictions associated with the roadless

rule are not required." The 2003 Regulation also stated:

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to
Southeast Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits
because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is
important and the potential adverse impacts from application of the roadless
rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and protections
already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan.

USDA's substantive, policy determination has never been challenged and is as true
today as it was then. Given that 6.8 million acres of the Tongass will still remain in
Wilderness and other Congressionally designated restricted land categories
thereafter, you were right to choose Alternative 6, Total Exemption from the
Roadless Rule as the preferred alternative. Denying access to an additional 9.2
million acres of the Tongass by Roadless Area designation creates a gross

imbalance. We don't need 16.2 million acres of the 16.9 million acre Tongass
National Forest to be "protected" from the Alaskans who live in Southeast Alaska.

Nevertheless, some Southeast Alaska based environmental groups contend that
denying road access to almost the entire Tongass (an areathe size of West Virginia)
is the only way to "protect" it. They have convinced many people that Total
Exemption will result in extensive clearcutting. This is not the case. The Tongass
Land and Resource Management Plans will continue to protect the Tongass through
multiple use management. Selection of the Total Exemption alternative" will only
restore 185,000 acres to the suitable timber land base which will do nothing'more



than restore flexibility to the timber sale program by allowing more economic timber
to be offered for sale. The allowable sale quantity will remain at the level set in the
2016 Tongass Transition Plan.

USDA,S REJECTION IN THE DEIS,S APPENDIX G OF THE LANGUAGE
PROPOSED BY CAC TO IMPLEMENT ITS RECOMMENDED NEW
EXCEPTIONS FOR TIIE ALASKA.SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE LEAVES
NO VIABLE ALTERNATIVE EXCEPT TOTAL EXEMPTION

The need for, and benefits of, providing access to resources in the Tongass is

confirmed and reinforced by the Citizens' Advisory Committee (CAC) established

by Governor Walker pursuant to the State's Memorandum of Understanding with
USDA to inform the State in its role as a cooperating agency in the NEPA process.

Thirteen Committee members were selected by Governor Walker to represent a

diversity of perspectives, including Alaska Native corporations and tribes, fishing,
timber, conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local government,

and the State Division of Forestry.

The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and language to implement
them) for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule that it recommended be included in
each alternative (2 - 5) set out in the DEIS, other than the "No Action" altemative:

Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest

The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serye as an integral part of
each of the four options.

While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include
the Roadless Area exceptions for analysis in all of the options put forward
by the Committee. (Page a). (Emphasis added).

New exceptions 8 - 16 proposed by the CAC to be added to 36 C.F.R. 5 294.12 for
the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule (and language to implement them) are set out at

pages 7 and 8 of the CAC Report and new exceptions 1 - 8 to be added to 36 C.F.R.

S 294.13 for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule (and language to implement them)

are set out at pages 8 - 10 of the CAC Report. Some examples of the new exceptions

proposed by the CAC for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule

1. While "reasonable" access is allowed for mining in IRAs, mining explorers
often need road access to get heavy equipment from tidewater to a Project site
or to otherwise proceed with economically exploring and developir€ a.mine



or a hydro facility. Accordingly, road access for mining exploration and
development and for renewable energy projects within IRAs should be
presumptively authorized in the same way as if the mining or renewable
energy project were in a non-IRA area.

2. Road access to renewable energy projects in IRAs (including geothermal to
which road access is currently prohibited in IRAs) should be presumptively
authorized in the same way as if the mining or renewable energy project were
in a non-IRA area. Renewable energy could then replace diesel power in rural
Southeast communities or be available to power mining exploration and/or
mine development.

3. The Transportation and Utility System Land Use Designation that was
eliminated in the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan should be restored to allow
implementation of the State's Southeast Transportation Plan.

4. Road access between communities should be authorized notwithstanding the
existence of IRAs between them.

5. Cutting and removal of trees incidental to mining and renewable energy
projects should be authorized in IRAs under the Alaska-specific Roadless
Rule in the same way it is authorizedin a non-IRA area

The CAC provided language to implement each of the new exceptions 8 - 16 that it
proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. 5 294.12 for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule (see

pages 7 and 8 of the attached Report) and new exceptions 1 - 8 that it proposed be

added to 36 C.F.R. 5 294.13 for the Alaska-specific (see pages 8 - 10 of the attached
Report). However, the CAC exception language that the State provided to USDA
was not included in any alternative. (See Appendix G, altematives 2 - 5).

Instead, each road exception is preceded by the words "if the Responsible Officiat
determines that ... a road is neededr" thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service
to make the determination about whether a road is needed without any criteria for
doing so. This is the existing situation akeady covered by the "No Action"
alternative. It is exactly the situation to which the CAC recommendations were
intended to provide regulatory certainty and predictability. Accordingly, the relief
from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions that the CAC's new exceptions were
intended to provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining is only provided
by the Total Exemption alternative.

Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC's proposed new
exceptions for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule is the reason the State of
Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking,



and because Total Exemption (alternative 6) is the only alternative that would
result in implementation of these recommendationso I urge you and USDA to
adopt Alternative 6 - the Total Exemption Alternative - as the f inal Rule,

I would also very much appreciate an explanation why Appendix G rejected the
language recommended by the CAC to implement its proposed new exceptions for
alternatives 2 - 5 of the Alaska-specific Roadless $u-le as requested*by the CAC.

cc: The Honorable Mike Dunleavy,
Govemor of Aiaska
P.O. Boxl10001
Juneau, Alaska 9981 1-0001

The Honorabtre, Senator Lisa Murkowski

The Honorable, Senator Sullivan

The Honorable Congressman Don Young

The Honorable Jim Hubbard
Under Secretary for Natural Resources and Environment
U.S. Department of Agriculture
I 400 Indepecdence Avenue, S"W.
Washington, D.C. 2025A

Christopher French
Deputy Chief, National Forest System
United States Forest Service
i 400 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 2025A4111

David Schmid
Regional Forester, Region 10
P.O. Box 21628
709 W.9e Sreet
Juneau, Alaska
99842-rc28
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: murman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anita murman and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
Please stop this permanent destruction. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anita murman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Murph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC137 
 
I use the Kosciusko area of prince of Wales Is. Esp the Tokeen Bay area for fishing, hunting + recreation every 
year for +20 yrs. 
 
I demand no-action alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless rule. 
 
Laura Murph 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Murph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC323 
 
Nov. 4, 2019 
 
I am a +60 year resident of Southeast Alaska. I am in favor of *Alt 3* [text double underlined for emphasis] of 
the Alaska Roadless Rulemakin which allows for "logical extensions" and takes in community concerns. I very 
strongly oppose Alternative 4-6. 
 
My observation on timber sales currently being let is that timber companies are taking the high value trees, 
leaving the slash and low value trees in a mess. The Forest Service needs to require that these companies 
take all timber and not leave this mess for others to deal with (wildlife, humans, etc). This can be done right 
now with the existing policies. 
 
Respectively, 
 
Laura Murph 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Murphey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Murphey and I live in Bokeelia, Florida. 
 
 
Keep all areas of USA clean of chemicals. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carolyn Murphey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Murphey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janice Murphey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Murphey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly Murphey and I live in Stowe, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly Murphey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: a. 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This forrest is the inheritance of our children, grandchildren and all the peoples that follow them. Logging it for a 
short term gain is foolish and wasteful. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3041 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
I do not support exemptions for the Roadless Rule that only benefits the big logging corporations. The 
Roadless Rule is valuable for fish, wildlife & [illegible]. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Murphy and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
The Forest Service is not servicing the forest in order to receive bribes from rich corporations, who are willing to 
destroy are planet in the name of ????????????????????????! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Andrea Murphy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I used to live in SE Alaska and I'm not sure if this proposal breaks my heart, disgusts me or angers me more 
but it's certainly a combination all of those feelings. Putting aside the natural beauty of the place, ignoring that 
bears, salmon, eagles and whales will be impacted by this, I want to focus only on the bigger picture and it's 
simple: trees absorb carbon and right now we are on track to kill the planet by releasing more carbon emissions 
that the planet can handle. We need trees for most life - certainly humans and the animals mentioned above - 
to survive. The science has been agreed on for decades. You know this. And yet you would sell out life on 
earth for short-term profits that only benefit a few rich assholes. This is beyond shameful. It's insane. It's deadly 
- and you know it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie Murphy and I live in Coralville, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonnie Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brian Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brigid 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brigid Murphy and I live in Chino, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brigid Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cassie Murphy and I live in Templeton, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cassie Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheri 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5769 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
I support the Roadless Rule and we must support and protect our fish habitat and wildlife. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 3:16:49 PM 
First name: Cillian 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cillian Murphy and I live in Philadelphia, PA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Environmentalist. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices, support small-scale, sustainable logging. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old 
growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not 
create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the 
entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Murphy and I live in Yuma, Arizona. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claire Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dacia 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dacia Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dacia 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dacia Murphy and I live in Mesa, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dacia Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dana Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Danielle Murphy and I live in Chandler, Arizona. 
 
 
Think about others yet to come, not immediate gain for those who care only about themselves, please. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Danielle Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deb 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deb Murphy and I live in Cockeysville, Maryland. 
 
 
Stop the genocide 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deb Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the "No Action" option on the" Alaska 2001 Roadless Rule" concerning the Tongass National Forest. 
It is the largest pristine forest in the world and should be preserved for future generations. and for the health of 
the planet and it's inhabitants. Please do not open it up for development.It is one of our greatest national 
treasures. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3690 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dennis Murphy 
 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3690 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Dennis Murphy 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My family and I vactationed in Alaska last summer. We spent 2 weeks and 90% of our days and evenings were 
spent outdoors. We live in Florida - we planned this trip for 8mo. Except for 2d in Anchorage - for airport access 
- we spent our vacation at remote facilities in several of Alaska's national patks and forests. To experience the 
expabse of Alaska we took plane and helicopter rides which enabled us to see the beautifully diverse regions in 
Alaska. Please do not alter the Alaskan landscape with this project to cut down trees and build roads. We are 
returnibg to Alaska next summer to the Junea region - please don't ruin the gifts of Alaska. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC686 
 
November 2019 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, I'm writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule 
protections intact for the Tongass National Forest. Old-growth forests like the Tongass are powerful tools for 
fighting climate change -- they store carbon, protect wildlife, and support local communities that rely on tourism 
and recreation. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the 
Federal Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife 
habitat, but it also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-
losing timber sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically 
wasteful road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed 
timber revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Sincerely, Donna Murphy 
 
Edmonds WA 98020 
 
-Stop using tax dollars to hurt the environment *Please* [text underlined for emphasis]: preserve national forest 
[star] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Murphy and I live in Bethesda, Maryland. 
 
 
Our health and environment is more important than the profits of big polluters! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellen Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fay 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fay Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Irene 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Irene Murphy and I live in Grafton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Please keep the Roadless Rule and protect our environment for endangered species and my children. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Irene Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Irene 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Irene Murphy and I live in Grafton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Please keep the Roadless Rule and protect our environment for endangered species and my children. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Irene Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jadon 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express my support for &quot;Alternative One&quot; as described in the Forest Service press 
release. The Tongass needs to be left alone. 
 
Janis Murphy 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janelle 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janelle Murphy and I live in Galveston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janelle Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerome 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jerome Murphy and I live in Pacific Grove, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jerome Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jessica Murphy and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jessica Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joe Murphy and I live in Greenbrier, Arkansas. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you.  
Regards, Joe Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3498 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Murphy 
 
EL DORADO HILLS, CA 95762 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Murphy and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathie 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathie Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave these forests roadless. They are a national treasure which cannot be recreated or replaced. 
Please protect them, as is your duty, for us and for the future! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristin 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kristin Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kyla 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This comment is in regard to the potential removal of the 'Roadless Rule' pertaining to the Tongass National 
Forest; in order to make way for logging. The Tongass Forest is made up of 9.2 millions acres. Trees are 
fundamental in oxygen production, oxygen that almost every living thing on earth requires to remain alive. One 
tree alone annually produces 260 pounds of oxygen, which is enough to supply a family of four. There is on 
average around 300 trees within an acre, resulting in 78,000 pounds of oxygen per year. This value is enough 
to sustain 1,200 people. With the Tongass containing 9.2 million acres - this would mean that going through 
with the proposed logging operations could endanger the production of 7,973,333 pounds of pure oxygen; 
affecting 122,667 people every year. Trees not only provide oxygen, they are homes. 8 of every 10 species 
found on land reside in forests. There are 1,000 vertebrate species that inhabit Alaska; meaning that removing 
protective rulings against roads and logging could negatively affect 800 of those species. The 'Roadless Rule' 
protections in place not only secure the Tongass National forest, but a total of 58 million acres of forest in a 
total of 39 different states. Logging is a large factor in deforestation. Based on the actions of the presidential 
administration in regards to conservation thus far; there is a high likelihood that forest management will be very 
poorly executed. Furthermore, along with the danger of deforestation due to logging; roads pose their own 
risks. In addition to causing fragmentation to a habitat - constructing roads alter the habitat. When a road is 
placed through a forest, it results in an edge habitat along the roads. Altering the habitat can impact animals 
even when direct mortality (such as being struck by machinery or logging vehicles) is not the result. Roads 
change the natural behaviors of animals, and can facilitate the spread of invasive organisms. Truck emissions 
are a obvious factor when weighing out pros and cons of logging operations, yet hazardous waste and 
materials must also be taken into account. Logging machinery and vehicles contain mechanical fluids, fuel, and 
oil. When these vehicles are damaged or become trapped in the mud - these hazardous fluids can leak into the 
surrounding environment. Bulldozers, graders, and dump trucks will also need to be brought in to move around 
dirt and flatten surfaces just for the construction of the roads themselves. Tribal governments also oppose the 
removal of 'Roadless Rules', and these governments are trusting us with the well-being of their native land. 
Local officials argue that introducing logging to the forest will end the 'stifling' of the local economy, yet they fail 
to acknowledge that the word 'stifling' will be more-so appropriate as a description of our living conditions as we 
continue to make choices that contribute to climate change and the warming of the earth. The hits taken to 
wildlife and tourism due to the roads and logging will negatively affect the local economy. Jobs provided by the 
logging operation will do little to counteract this. In conclusion, even when lands have been logged and then 
turned into pasture or areas of agriculture; the initial rise in prosperity is still short lived. In the years that 
followed deforestation; development levels declined until communities were no better off then they were before 
they made the decision that destroyed their forest. These are the reasons why I believe the decision to remove 
the 'Roadless Rule' to any extent is unduly detrimental. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: LA 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is LA Murphy and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, LA Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
1,000 year old trees must not be logged from our magnificent national parks and forests! Please consider the 
science behind this action and its potential impact on our climate. We need to preserve these forests and the 
environment for generations to come. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: liz 
Last name: murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is liz murphy and I live in Lafayette, Tennessee. 
 
With PFAS in children's developing brains do we wonder why they have learning problems, get cancer, and die 
young? Please get the chemicals out of our drinking water. We are all subject to these dangerous chemicals' 
effects, forever. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, liz murphy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lucinda 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lucinda Murphy and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
I value our old-growth forests not only for their function of consuming carbon and producing oxygen and 
cleaner air but also for their beauty and solitude. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lucinda Murphy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Murphy and I live in Davenport, Iowa. 
 
I am particularly concerned with the destruction of cultural areas that cannot be replaced and have been a part 
of the lives of the indigenous tribesmen. We have broken too many of our promises. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lynn Murphy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martin Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martin Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Murphy and I live in Pacifica, California. 
 
I always thought the Forest Service existed to protect our forests for the people of the United States so we 
would have solace and joy by visiting the woods and all the creatures who call the woods home.. I did not think 
the forests were meant to be another avenue for the expansion of corporate greed. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Murphy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maryann 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maryann Murphy and I live in Olympia, [@advS 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maryann Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie Murphy and I live in Cherry Hill, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melanie Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Murphy and I live in Fairfield, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: michael 
Last name: murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is michael murphy and I live in Sierra Madre, California. 
 
I am a combat veteran who has spent 3 years of his life trying to preserve our country and our values and the 
following statement doesn't even begin to express my feelings about preserving not just this important part, 
literally, of our ability to survive but all efforts to diminish natures balance - be it on land, in the ocean, or the 
atmosphere. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, michael murphy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear lawmakers, 
 
 
 
I am deeply saddened and also appalled at the potential policy change to open pristine forest to logging. Do 
you not hear the cries of the youth of the future, the blood of climate change will be on your hands. These lost 
futures for money??? Please support our future which means protection of our forests. We can no longer afford 
to deny our connection to the natural world. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Monica 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization: Mrs. 
Title:  
Comments: 
Trump's National Forest Service is using a refuted scientific theory to justify building roads in our countrys 
largest national forest, what some call Americas Amazon. 
 
Loggers want to raze trees more than 1,000 years old. 
 
The Forest Service says guidelines from the United Nations climate authority would be followed. Two scientists 
whose research was cited in the U.N. study says the Forest Service is espousing junk science. 
 
Nothing in that report supports what theyre claiming, says Dominick DellaSala, a former president of the 
Society for Conservation Biology. 
 
Beverly Law, an Oregon State University professor, says the Trump administrations argument is 
misinformation. Historically, large-scale industrial logging has damaged salmon streams. The Tongass is 
spawning ground for 40 percent of wild salmon along the West Coast. 
 
Its sad that we have to continue to fight our own government to protect our forests and streams, says Joel 
Jackson, the president of the Organized Village of Kake which depends on food such as berries and salmon 
from the Tongass. 
 
The Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian people rely on the land for cultural and traditional practices like hunting and 
fishing.Tongass is a natural resource that should not be ruined for profit. Salmon will be destroyed , 1000 year 
old trees will be destroyed along with many other living beings.We MUST protect our public lands from 
profiteers. Do the right thing for our country. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Murphy and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Murphy and I live in Joplin, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pat Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My very strong preference is to keep the rule in place: no exemption. Tongass is a resource that must be 
protected. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patrick Murphy and I live in Fenton, Missouri. 
 
 
Please protect our National Forests, our air, and our water for future generations! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patrick Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I choose 1. No change to current policy. We must protect our environment. Opening areas to logging is not a 
wise option now. Increase protections and limit ALL industrial operations on public lands. Cot down on logging, 
grazing, mining, motorized access, and other behaviors deemed as longterm impact to land and water. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Renee Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow the exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation 
Rule. Allowing timber harvest, road construction, and road reconstruction within the protected Tongass National 
Forest in Alaska is absolutely unnecessary and will present a danger to the established ecosystem of the area 
(and beyond). It should be the Forest Service's obective to protect these lands and not reclassify them in order 
to improve the Forest Service's ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the needs of the timber 
industry. The proposal to exempt Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule is 
shameful and puts industry above the environment. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Support for New Road Access 
 
Hello, 
 
I am in support of opening up the Tongass National Forest to new development and new roads. 
 
I have been contacted several times for comments that only lead me to conservation council's websites and 
only allow me to offer support for denying the resolution. I feel there is deceptive marketing and many of us that 
want to see development happen in the Tongass will not be heard so I am sending this email to you now. 
 
Many alaskans would like access into our lands and would like to have the opportunity to develop this 
untouched property. 
 
Robert Murphy 
 
[Attachment is not related to the rule and is part of a signature block, specifically an image of Alaska 
Excursions Logo] 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robin Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosa 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This rule runs counter to everything the Forest Service has been attempting for 20 years. If this land is opened 
to logging and road-building, there is nearly unanimous agreement among nonprofits and environmental groups 
that the forest would be unable to recover in the foreseeable future, destroying a meticulously preserved 
ecosystem and the ecosystems that rely on the Tongass National Forest. Homes for endangered or threatened 
animals like the northern goshawk and the grizzly bear would be thrown into disrepair, harming lasting efforts to 
keep these species alive. Roads in the Tongass National Forest would open the biodiversity of the forest to 
damage by automobile and pollution. This is important to me because, as a teenager, the environment's well-
being is central to my survival. Efforts such as this one continue to lower the chances that I will be able to live a 
stable life because of the devastating effects of climate change and mass extinction. To prioritize the future of 
humanity and the Earth, this proposed rule MUST NOT be enacted. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sue Murphy and I live in Shorewood, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sue Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
Be a tree hugger, not a cutter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Murphy 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ursula 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current protections in place  for the Tongass 
National Forest. The current (and imperiled) administration's plan is yet another attack on Indigenous rights. 
Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the 
Tongass Rainforest for centuries. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply 
cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ursula Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Murphy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Murphy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kerstin 
Last name: Murr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kerstin Murr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anita Murray and I live in Saugus, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anita Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Murray and I live in Los Cerrillos, New Mexico. 
 
Yes I agree that the No Action alternative is the only one to prevent the wrecking ball Republicans from 
destroying the planet, "in Alaska or elsewhere". 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ann Murray 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear friends at USDA. I am in strong disagreement with your desire to exempt the Tongass National Forest 
from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, which prohibits tree harvest and road 
construction/reconstruction within inventoried roadless areas with certain limited exceptions.  
We MUST protect all remaining intact forests, especially old-growth forests like those found in Tongass 
National Forest. YOU may be prohibited from talking about CLIMATE CHANGE, but most Americans know the 
fact that it is happening, and that ALL FORESTS ARE VITAL to cooling the planet.  
It is utter madness that you are proposing this. Please retract your plans and re-evaluate the true value of 
Tongass National Forest, to be kept pristine and unsullied by logging.  
Thank you for your consideration.Anne Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: barbara 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is barbara murray and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, barbara murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ben 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ben murray and I live in Evanston, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ben murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian Murray and I live in Washington, New Jersey. 
 
 
These trees add oxygen to our atmosphere.  Think about your children - not immediate financial gain. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brian Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathren 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathren Murray and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cathren Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Celia 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Celia Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Celia 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Celia Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cristy 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cristy Murray and I live in Oregon City, Oregon. 
 
 
People and planet over profits 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cristy Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: dan 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is dan murray and I live in Buena Vista, Colorado. 
 
 
please don't rape our parks for a couple years of oil when we need renewables to lessen climate change. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, dan murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frances Murray and I live in Brookhaven, Pennsylvania. 
 
We will all regret the destruction that is being perpetrated upon one of God's beautiful creations. STOP IT!A 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Frances Murray 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gerald Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gia 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gia Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gia 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gia Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Murray and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Remember we all have to breathe the same air!! Clean it up! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janice Murray and I live in Bound Brook, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janice Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hundreds of thousands of tourists visit the Tongass each summer in the hopes of experiencing its 
magnificence: two-hundred-foot-tall spruce and 500-year-old cedar trees soaring overhead. Amid the lush ferns 
and mossy remnants of fallen trees, one might see a brown bear ambling its way to a salmon stream, in search 
of its next meal. There is simply no place else like it. 
 
The Tongass is our nations largest National Forestthe Crown Jewel. An increasingly rare global treasure, it 
contains the largest intact stands of coastal temperate rainforest left on the planet. 
 
Please leave it alone so that future generations can benefit. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Murray and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a 41 year resident, commercial salmon troller, subsistance harvester who lives in Sitka I feel compelled to 
comment on the Roadless Rule revisit. Its a bit hard to fathom why we are doing this at all. I see the removal of 
roadless protection as precedent setting . If it can happen in Alaska why not revisit all the western states and 
the Chugash NF. 
 
 
 
-Natures dividend: Our wondrous salmon resource on the Tongass if properly managed is self 
perpetuating.Unlike timber extraction where the wood is removed then we wait 50 to 150 years for regrowth. 
The Tongass isn't like the Southeast or The Northwest U.S. where forest grow back rather quickly compared to 
up here. 
 
 
 
-Other users of the Tongass: A lot has changed since industrial logging took place on the Tongass. The 
Southeast economy has diversified greatly. In Sitka for example charter fishing ,eco tourism, commercial 
salmon / subsistence harvest, local and regional hiking are examples of the "good change" that has taken the 
place . To many of us this is positive and self sustaining and a major contributor to our local economies. It didn't 
have to happen that industrial logging wasn't self sustaining .It could have been much different if forest 
management was truly "sustained yield".We wouldn't be where we are now. 
 
 
 
-Global climate change:This has been another HUGE change not in the positive column.Winter's are warmer 
with much less snow pack. Stream and river temperatures have risen to the unhealthy level for salmon. 
Drought conditions are ever more frequent. Add it all up longterm salmon sustainability is in question. We 
certainly do not need to open up Roadless Areas to further exacerbate the tenuous situation. Why is that ? 
Even with the stream side buffers that USFS uses. A logged forest doesn't retain as much moisture, shade 
both of which are critical for salmon health. Other detriments are lower water quality ,more flooding and 
scouring of stream beds and much less large woody debris in waterways. 
 
 
 
-Logging regionally: I'm no expert but I am a small business man. I can see the preponderance of logging 
taking place in Central SE and Southern SE .Northern SE offers much less "good timber"and its further from 
the infrastructure ,milling of logging operations.Therefore it will be less profitable. Logging Roadless Areas in 
Central and Southern SE would take place in the "breadbasket" of salmon production. On most fishing season 
Southern SE produces more pink salmon and a large proportion of SE cohos. When one adds Native, USFS 
and State of Alaska logging to the mix you realize Southern SE specifically Prince of Wales has been 
"hammered "already. 
 
 
 
-Tongass 77: While I hear the term in the positive connotation . It doesn't protect the "best" salmon system and 
its unclear if a new political dynamic would blow that out of the water so to say. 
 
 
 
For the above reasons I respectfully support Alternate 1 as the best option for my longterm economic stability 
and my beloved Southeast Alaska. 
 
 
 



Sincerely John Murray F/V Sea Bear Sitka Alaska 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jonathan Murray and I live in Chicago, IL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Public lands need to remain public, and protected from destruction and exploitation by private companies or 
individuals. Allowing clear cutting of the Tongass would have devastating impact on wildlife and the 
environment, and mustnt be allowed. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports the recreational opportunities it 
provides, its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I voice support of the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joseph Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laura Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laurie Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Murray and I live in Mansfield, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: M 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, M Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mac 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6341 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. -Please, please! This place is important to all Americans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilee 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilee Murray and I live in Prescott, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilee Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Murray and I live in Apple Valley, California. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Murray and I live in Chico, California. 
 
 
Please help make our air cleaner, the more electric trucks, the better! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: mike 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Natalie Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly request that all of Alaska including the Tongass National Forest remain in its current status under the 
2001 Roadless Rule which is Alternative 1 under the draft environmental impact statement, prepared under the 
National Environmental Policy Act as stated in press release No. 0154.19. Allowing commercial use of these 
lands would result in irreversible impact, and add to negative climate change, far outweighing any private 
monetary benefit derived by private parties. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Priscilla 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Priscilla Murray and I live in Scappoose, Oregon. 
 
Now more than ever we need to put conservation of the earths natural resources that benefits all living beings 
above corporate profits that benefits a few human beings. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Priscilla Murray 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly support Alternative 1 to keep the Roadless Rule in place for the Tongass. As a nearly 30 year 
resident of Southeast Alaska, I have witnessed first hand a myriad of changes to our fish and wildlife resources. 
One particularly distressing change has been the very sudden crash in king salmon populations. For years, 
Spring kings filled many freezers, and now that fishery has been completely shut down. The health of both our 
terrestrial and marine ecosystems depends on a healthy Tongass National Forest. It would be irresponsible 
and short sighted to add any additional stresses to this system. Please select Alternative 1 to support healthy 
fish, wildlife, and communities in Southeast. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susanne 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susanne Murray and I live in Spokane Valley, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susanne Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: T 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongess 
 
* Please leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Tina Murray. 
 
TM 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Timothy Murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: tom 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is tom murray and I live in Commercial Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, tom murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: tom 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, tom murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: vince 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is vince murray and I live in Moscow, Idaho. 
 
 
please do what is right and adopt alternative 1 to maximize the current protections of the Tongass 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, vince murray 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: vince 
Last name: murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please adopt Alternative 1 
 
Recently the Forest Service has proposed changes to the 2001 Roadless Rule, exempting the Tongass 
National Forest from restrictions by which it currently must abide. These changes will dramatically alter the 
character of the Tongass and radically endanger its incredible flora and fauna. At a time when science clearly 
warns us about rising temperatures worldwide due to our planet's inability to absorb carbon pollution, the USFS 
now suggests loosening the protections of the Tongass and thereby allow cutting of the very trees that currently 
absorb carbon in one of the worlds last intact forest systems. It seems incredible that the USFS would support 
a plan that would endanger species like salmon, grizzly bears, and the numerous other species that depend on 
this forest, especially those species that rely on old growth forests. Obviously, the current political climate in 
Washington DC has encouraged the USFS to ignore science in order to propose a management plan that will 
negatively impact the Tongass, something future generations will rue as a fatally bad decision at a crucial time 
in our history. In short, what the USFS is proposing is madness! It is time for you and your agency to abandon 
any plan to remove any acres of the Tongass from the protections of the 2001 Roadless Rule and to once 
again act as stewards of our national lands. The Tongass is truly a national treasure and is far more valuable in 
its natural state than any value that can be derived from the extraction of its "resources." Please implement 
Alternative 1 and abandon any plan that lessens protections currently provided by the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lynn and Vince Murray 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Walter 
Last name: Murray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Walter Murray and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
Humans are slowing destroying this planet. Please operate with a mindset of prioritizing Planet then people 
then profits. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Walter Murray 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Murray-Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC565 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
Please maintain the roadless rule in this area! There are so few "natural" environments for people to 
experience + appreciate this special experience of wildlife living as they will + should 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Mary Murray-Jenkins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charley 
Last name: Murray-Young 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charley 
Last name: Murray-Young 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charley 
Last name: Murray-Young 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charley 
Last name: Murray-Young 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charley 
Last name: Murray-Young 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1196 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
The No-Action Alternative for the Draft EIS re the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule (Alternative #1) is the only 
alternative that makes sense, given the catastrophic state of the world--the biological world. 
 
So, again, I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National 
Forest, as the Tongass contains, as you know, some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the 
world. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ann Murray 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Murrock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eric Murrock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: stacey 
Last name: murrow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is stacey murrow and I live in Edgewood, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, stacey murrow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Murschall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Murschall and I live in Milwaukie, Oregon. 
 
National forests and the environmental, educational, and social gifts they bestow are rare and priceless. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Melissa Murschall 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Murtagh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joan Murtagh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Murtaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don Murtaugh and I live in Malvern, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don Murtaugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Murtaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: Murtha 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacqueline Murtha and I live in Hackettstown, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jacqueline Murtha 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gudrun 
Last name: Murti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gudrun Murti and I live in Seattle, CA. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gudrun Murti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lorence 
Last name: Musachio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
roads through Alaska wilderness 
 
This is a bad idea. Please listen to the PEOPLE, and do not change this rule. There is such a small amount of 
wilderness for nature to thrive and survive, we need to preserve this area. Please do not destroy this beautiful, 
pristine natural beauty. The corporations have taken so much from our world. Please, note my strong NO to 
this proposal. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lorence Musachio 
 
MN, USA 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Musal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Musal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brittany 
Last name: Muscarella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brittany Muscarella and I live in Buffalo, New York. 
 
We dont own the land. We are its stewards. Its criminal not only to destroy cultural and natural sites, but also to 
deprive future generations of the right to enjoy public lands. Please dont be swayed by corporate greed. This is 
a country for and of people, not companies. Dont destroy these public lands! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Brittany Muscarella 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Muscat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie Muscat and I live in Dummerston, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie Muscat 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: muscato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael muscato and I live in Ballston Spa, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael muscato 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Muschinske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5376 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a former resident of and frequent visitor to Alaska, I am passionate about the preservation of its 
extraordinary and important natural resources. Alaska has some of the most unique ecosystems in the country 
and these deserve our continued protection. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Justin Muschinske 
 
Kansas City, MO 64133 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Muschinske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3113 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
This area remaining roadless is important to Alaskans. The only reason this is happening now is in order for 
outside economic interests to come in, rape the resource and leave as quickly as possible and leave Alaskans 
to clean up the mess. That's the short term version of economics. Doesn't put a penny in the pockets of 
Alaskans, only outside interests who care very little for the land, only the $ they can extract and leave. 
 
Keep OUR environmental protections in place. The long term economics bring in money from wildlife-based 
industries and tourism, based in ALASKA. To cut down this forest is criminal. This area is an integral part of an 
ecosystem. 
 
Leave it alone! The old cattle call of 'it creates more jobs' has worn out its welcome here. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning 
streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife 
populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paula Muschinske 
 
Eagle River, AK 99577 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: S. 
Last name: Muse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't put any roads or do timber felling in this old forest. 
 
There are many creatures, many species of Flora and fauna and those need to be undisturbed to flourish. 
 
It is desperately important that a good part of the world is kept independent of human activity that will damage 
or change it any way. 
 
We aren't sure of how much it contributes to balancing climate safety but we do know there are nany things 
undiscovered we don't yet know about and these may be vital fir the future. 
 
Please save a good percentage of various habitats intact and give everything, everybody a chance. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Muser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Muser and I live in Redding, California. 
 
 
Please leave this rare and magnificent forest area alone. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephen Muser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Musgrave 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
We are horrified at the destruction of the rainforest in the Amazon, yet we continue to greedily chip away at our 
own forests. These old-growth forests are a treasure that should be jealously guarded. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Musgrave 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Musgrave and I live in Palatine, Illinois. 
 
 
You should care about the air we breathe!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Musgrave 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeanne 
Last name: Musgrove 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeanne Musgrove and I live in Rock Hill, South Carolina. 
 
I support totally the full protection of the Tongass National Forest and the proposed Roadless Rule. We have 
too few pristine areas left in our country and we must step up to protect the few public lands we have 
remaining. Allowing any damage or disruption of the Tongass National Forest would be an unforgivable 
mistake. We cannot continue to ignore or minimize the priceless value of undisturbed public lands. We cannot 
erase the damage done so we must not destroy these precious lands in the first place. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jeanne Musgrove 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Monique 
Last name: Musialowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Monique Musialowski and I live in New Baltimore, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Monique Musialowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Musich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paula Musich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Musick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4049 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am a PhD Fisheries Biologist with more than 50 years experience in fisheries management (including 15 
years in S.E. Alaska). Given the economic, ecological and cultural value of anadromous salmon and steelhead 
in S.E. Alaska, I strongly oppose suspension of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. Such action 
will jeopardize the spawning and nursery areas upon which these great fisheries depend. As some wise 
observer has stated, "salmon grow on trees". 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Musick 
 
Gloucester, VA 23061 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Musick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4049 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am a PhD Fisheries Biologist with more than 50 years experience in fisheries management (including 15 
years in S.E. Alaska). Given the economic, ecological and cultural value of anadromous salmon and steelhead 
in S.E. Alaska, I strongly oppose suspension of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. Such action 
will jeopardize the spawning and nursery areas upon which these great fisheries depend. As some wise 
observer has stated, "salmon grow on trees". 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams.  
 
Sincerely,  
John Musick 
Gloucester, VA 23061 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Forest 
Last name: Mussachio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest as well as the wildlands and old growth forests left in Alaska should not be 
touched. They are vital to the ecosystem health and the biodiversity within these areas. Altering these habitats 
can have devastating impacts on the wildlife in these areas and can negatively impact the overall health of the 
ecosystem as a whole. I write to you as someone who has had the pleasure of being able to experience 
Alaskan beauty first hand, and hope that you listen to the people and natives you're impacting. Please allow 
natural wildlands, wildlife, and ecosystems to continue to thrive without the intervention of human destruction. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KIMBERLY 
Last name: MUSSELMAN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is KIMBERLY MUSSELMAN and I live in Sedalia, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, KIMBERLY MUSSELMAN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellyn 
Last name: Musser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellyn Musser and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
As a physician, it is very important that we prevent pollution affecting our residents and their future health 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellyn Musser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Musser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Greg Musser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Musser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Musser and I live in Union, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I grew up in Juneau AK and the Tongass has always been near and dear to my heart. If you have stood with 
these trees you just know the incredible wisdom they hold. From the tips of their branches to the mycelial 
network constantly communicating under foot, the Tongass is essential to keep in tact. We still have so much to 
learn and if we destroy it we loose the opportunity to learn from these being who have stood the test of time. 
 
I have lived in WA state for 3 years and have witnessed eco systems destroyed on a large scale due to logging. 
The Tongass is the largest remaining stand of Old Growth forest and it is imperative for biodiversity and the 
survival of our species that keep it in tact. Only small profit to a few people will come from logging and resource 
extraction in the Tongass, while keeping it in tact will benefit the entire planet for generations to come. This is 
the time to think forward! Please save our forest. The trees and the earth will thank us. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 



action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Musser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Musser and I live in New Holland, Pennsylvania. 
 
The destruction of our environment especially sensitive areas that are already in grave danger due to climate 
changes, is not only irresponsible it is stupid and dangerous. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathy Musser 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eugene 
Last name: Musso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eugene Musso and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eugene Musso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eugene 
Last name: Musso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eugene Musso and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eugene Musso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Mussomeli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Mussomeli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: dalan 
Last name: musson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a nation we should maintain some areas safe from commercial exploitation, logging, etc. 
 
 
 
There are plenty of ways to continue sustainable and renewable logging in the areas already opened for such 
activities. There is no reason (aside from plutocratic exploitation of our natural resources) for this to pass. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Musson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Larry Musson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raquel 
Last name: Mustaca 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Raquel Mustaca and I live in Modesto, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Raquel Mustaca 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bev 
Last name: Mustaine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bev Mustaine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kirk 
Last name: Mustard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kirk Mustard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsay 
Last name: Mustard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern, 
 
 
 
Please choose alternative one on the Alaska Roadless rule. To make any other choice would be a grave 
mistake. Exempting this land from the Roadless Rule will serve only economic benefit for only a few. Yet this 
land is public lands. It belongs to all US citizens. It serves as 8% of the world's carbon sink. This benefits all, 
not just Americans. These trees have been growing for hundreds of years. Many diverse animals call this forest 
home. There is no going back once the damage has been established. To sacrifice this for economic benefit is 
extremely short sighted and self serving. 
 
 
 
I have not yet had the privilege of visiting Alaska, but I have seen first hand in my state of Colorado how 
mining, deforestation, and development have permanently ravaged our land. Yet thousands of us head for the 
mountains that are as of yet preserved in our off time to be away from concrete and lose ourselves in the 
forest. Choose alternative one so that we all have that continued privilege in Alaska and specifically the 
Tongass Rainforest. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Lindsay Mustard 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Mutari 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. I plan to visit Tongass this summer because of its unique beauty. As an 
economist, I deplore the short term thinking that demolishes important sites with no attention to a sustainable 
future.  
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Mutari 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Mutari 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. I plan to visit Tongass this summer because of its unique beauty. As an 
economist, I deplore the short term thinking that demolishes important sites with no attention to a sustainable 
future. 
 
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Ellen Mutari 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Mutchler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Mutchler and I live in Millersville, Pennsylvania. 
 
It's time to stop putting the interests of rich corporations ahead of the interests of the American public and the 
environment. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mike Mutchler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 9:21:05 PM 
First name: Patrice 
Last name: Mutchnick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patrice Mutchnick and I live in Silver City, NM. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
All old growth is part of our heritage. Logging needlessly and subsidizing the destruction of old growth trees is 
bad economics, and bad natural resource management 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains. A full exemption 
does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other 
benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact 
recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) 
to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife 
thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Muth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Muth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Muth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catherine Muth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Muth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robin Muth 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: maria 
Last name: mutter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is maria mutter and I live in Livonia, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, maria mutter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rosanna 
Last name: Mutzabaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosanna Mutzabaugh and I live in State College, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rosanna Mutzabaugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rosanna 
Last name: Mutzabaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rosanna Mutzabaugh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Muwoz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5622 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
We need to protect of the salmon for generations to come! 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: crystal 
Last name: muzik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please rescind the exemption of the Roadless Rule applying to the Tongass National Forest in Alaska. This is 
an area of critical concern for wildlife, habitat, salmon, and local/tribal communities. 
 
 
 
Our public lands belong to all of us and we must protect these areas from more roads and destruction. We 
want our forests intact for future generations. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
Crystal Muzik 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Muzzy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephanie Muzzy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Mycek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I tend to not pay attention to anything Trump says or does because it's all a tabloid crying for attention from the 
left and right. The one thing that our president has done that literally infuriates me is his lift on national parks 
and forests restrictions. I can't wrap my head around why people would think we shouldn't protect these 
ecosystems from poachers, loggers, drillers and miners. I feel if you support such a thing, you are living in a 
false reality. To deny the importance of our forests suggests that maybe the only thing that matters to you is 
material objects. It seems as though you have a perspective of political ideology similar to how one treats a 
sports team. 
 
Rest In Peace to Tongass, the World's largest National temperate Forest, which is over 85% of the forested 
land in Alaska. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Mycroft 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Mycroft 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Myer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
True wilderness is a precious resource -- one we're running out of in this day and age -- and the Tongass is a 
truly wild place. 
 
Its thousand-year-old trees are a refuge for animals that struggle to find safe habitat. Trees are THE BEST 
ALTERNATIVE for combating our out-of-control global WARMING CRISIS!! 
 
Logging, mining and development within the Tongass' borders will destroy a precious wilderness that we can 
never get back. I strongly urge you not to EXEMPT portions of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, and keep 
this irreplaceable forest pristine. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ed Myer 
 
Seattle, WA 98146 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Myer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Myer and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Myer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adele 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adele Myers and I live in Meadow Valley, California. 
 
The Roadless Rule was implemented after an exhaustive public comment process, which overwhelmingly 
favored the rule. Please do not vacate this rule to satisfy the interests of corporations. We have many area 
available for resource extraction. The Tongass should not be one of them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Adele Myers 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allen 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allen Myers and I live in Little Rock, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Allen Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Allison Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Myers and I live in Verona, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bret 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bret Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CAROL 
Last name: MYERS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CAROL MYERS and I live in Oceanside, New York. 
 
 
Obviously industry doesn't disclose the chemicals they use because they know how dangerous they are. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CAROL MYERS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Myers and I live in Albany, Oregon. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana Myers and I live in Jackson Hole, Wyoming 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diana Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donald Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eugenie 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eugenie Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gwen 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gwen Myers and I live in Hopkins, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gwen Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janlee 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janlee Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janlee 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janlee Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Krysten 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Krysten Myers and I live in Cobden, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Krysten Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lee 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lyle 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maryl 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maryl Myers and I live in Wilmington, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maryl Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Myers and I live in Macclenny, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathaniel 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathaniel 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pamela Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pamela Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rachel Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Myers and I live in Powder Springs, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sonya 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sonya Myers and I live in Malabar, Florida. 
 
 
We need to preserve the Tongass National Forest. Please do not remove protections. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sonya Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly object to any logging and/or road-making in Alaska's natural rain forest, the Tongass National Forest. 
The Tongass is home to many wildlife and plant species, and is a carbon sink protecting our atmosphere from 
increased global warming. It is essential that the forest be protected to prevent loss of our natural resources, 
plant/animal life, and increased climate change. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susan 
Last name: myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, susan myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Taylor 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Taylor Myers and I live in Depew, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Taylor Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 8:24:24 PM 
First name: Vassily 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vassily Myers and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have been here for about three months. I depend on the 
forest because I like to explore nature. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, foraging for 
wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, recreating and enjoying nature, viewing 
wildlife, foraging and gathering wild foods. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the 
Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many 
others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The Southeast 
Alaskans spoke out to protect the environment and the Tongass forest.. The State of Alaska says that a full 
exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help 
create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that 
are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendi 
Last name: Myers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendi Myers and I live in Weeki Wachee, Florida. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wendi Myers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Myers Davis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A 
Last name: Myerscough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is A Myerscough and I live in Plantation, Florida. 
KEEP PRISTINE PRISTINE. ENOUGH GREED.  
STOP THE DESTRUCTIION of our only habitable planet. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, A Myerscough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: WAYNE 
Last name: MYERSON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is WAYNE MYERSON and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, WAYNE MYERSON 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Polly 
Last name: Mygatt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Polly Mygatt and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
The forest is vitally important and valuable! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Polly Mygatt 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheryl 
Last name: Myhan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sheryl Myhan and I live in Collegedale, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sheryl Myhan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Myitray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1476 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: Mykel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am strongly opposed to disturbing the beauty of the Tongass National Forest, against logging ancient trees 
and against building roads or ways for allowing access for loggers. Our parks are not just clumps of land where 
you can cut down trees and put in a park bench. Our parks preserve the creation of God and nature, protect 
those parts of the world that remind us of our connections to a world that existed before concrete and steel.Do 
not allow logging of our national parks, like and including the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Mylius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jerry Mylius and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jerry Mylius 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Mylott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Mynar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Mynar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Mynczywor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I think the Tonga's National Forest should remain roadless. Humans have encroached on more than their share 
of the planet. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Mynko 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa Mynko and I live in Lake Elsinore, California. 
 
 
Please do not destroy our final frontier.  Thank you. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa Mynko 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Myrom 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule protects habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and Northern Goshawk, 
and threatens intact, ancient forests and wildlife, strongholds of climate resilience. 
 
Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on 
investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife 
watching, and tourism opportunities and challenge climate stability/ 
 
It is time to bolster protections to the old-growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. 
 
Please select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joan Myrom 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Myron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jessica 
Last name: Myscofski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jessica Myscofski and I live in Longmont, Colorado. 
 
Bear's Ears is home to valuable ecology and history that belongs to the First Nations tribes who have lived here 
for centuries. They nurtured this land and their cultural heritage. What kind of legacy are we going to leave? 
Right now what BLM might be remembered for most is the destruction of everything that truly has value, for the 
benefit of corporations that give no value back to the people they are supposed to serve. Is this the best we can 
do for future generations, to strip beauty and natural resources so there is nothing left for them? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jessica Myscofski 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marlo 
Last name: Mytty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose any changes to The Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
There is no justification for downgrading its Roadless status and the associated protections that come with that 
and allowing the degradation of one of the last remaining jewels of the NF system. This forest is an insurance 
policy against the cascading effects of climate change we are seeing right now. There ecological impacts of 
adding roads and fragmenting these habitats is extreme as would be the impacts on the species residing there 
and us, and is only for political and economic gain of a few. 
 
I have a degree in Forest Resources from the University of Washington and I can't believe this is even being 
considered. Actually, sadly I can, but again, as you surely know, it would only be for short term economic and 
political favors to a few and result in dire consequences to the forest and everyone else nationally and across 
the globe. Please, do the right thing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marlo Mytty 
 
Seattle, WA 98112 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sami 
Last name: Mzali 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sami Mzali 
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